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For your brief narrative report on this year's activities please discuss i 

!• Major prograni activities and accomplishments in terms of 

established goals and objectives* Note and explain revisions, 
changes^ and modifications from the original 5 planned program. 

■ As stated in the proposal, "The major objecti%^e of this grant 
is to establish and operate a model center for primary aged 
school children who are potentially learning disabled It can 
be demonstrated at this time that the main objective has been 
met and eKceeded; for during the second year of the project, 
seven modified primary classes , rather than the four specified 
in the proposal ^ were in operation in the Anehorage Borouoh School 
District i All seven of the classes served as models^ and the 
class taught by Lucille Shoup at Willow Crest School was moved 
to the Helen S* VThaley Center for Learner Assistance for six 
weeks. During that period it served as a demonstration class 
in a room equipped with an adjacent observation booth with a 
one-vfay viewing window. There will be fourteen modified primary 

-classes In the Anchorage Borough School District during the 
coming school year* 

The eight sub objectives have been met with little or no 
deviation from the original planned program. 

Objective ifl 

Establish assessment procedures whereby children v?ith 
potential learning disabilities can be identified in 
\ the regular school program at an early age. 

Discussion 

This objective was attained by the end of the first 
year of the project 5 for the Alaska Learning Dissibilities 
Ranking Scale ^ developed by Roger Clyne^ Psycholagist 
for the project 5 was used successfully to screen 
children for the seven modified primary classes in 
operation during 1973-74 and again in the spring of 1974 
to identify kindergarteners to be assigned to the pro- 
gram neKt fall. 

Sophisticated statistical refinement was not 
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accoinplished. Kowever, empirically the ALDRS appears to 
be an efficient instrument for Identifying potentially 
iGarning disabled children in late kindergarten or early 
first grade. As specified In the proposal ^ it was 
^'developed in such a manner that it can be used by regular 
primary teachers with a miniTnum of supervision and special 
training**^ .It is relatively inexpensive ^ can be conipleted 
qulckl^y^ and does not require the special arrangements 
necessitated by individual testing. Thus, a complicated, 
clinically based diagnostic process which will probably be 
a bottleneck in conununities with limited resources, can be 
circumvented^ and placement in a preventive program can take 
place soon after the child^s njeed is first recognized. 

Recent research by Keogh, Tchir, and Windeguth-Behn^ 
reaffirms the classroom teacher* a ability to recognise 
children who are ^^at educational high risk J' These authors 
state 

The kindergarten and primary grade teacher's day-to-^day 
= experience with a variety of behaviors gives her an 
unequaled perspective for appraising inappropriate 
or deviant behaviors. She is probably the first 
professional to observe and compare a child with his 
peers. It seems reasonable, therefore, to conclude 
that teachers represent a useful first level screen 
in ^ the identification of educationally high-risk 
children* . . * A clear recommendatidn from the present 
study is that classroom teachers be involved more 
actively and systematically in the early Identification 
process . 

This piece of research seems to substantiate the validity 
of the Alaska Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale as a 
device for the identification of potentially learning 
disabled children, for the ALDRS is essentially a means 
of ^^activoly and systematically'-' involving kindergarten and 
first grade teachers in the early identification process. 



Barbara K. Keogh, Cheryl Tchir, and Adele Hindeguth-Behn, '^Teachers » 
Perceptions of Educationally High Risk Children,'^ Journal of Learning 
Disabilities , june/July, 197H, pp, 43-50. — ■ ^ 
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Objeetive #2 

Provide instruction to selected kindergarten and first grade 
teachers in administering p scorings and interpreting selected 
assessment instrunients and demonstrate additional techniques 
for identifying the children to be included in the modified 
primary classes to be provided under Title VI=G* 

Discussion 

This objective was met in the process of instructing 
^ kindergarten and first grade teachers regarding their 
responsibilities for scraening. 

Objective #3 

Establish and operate during the second semester of 1972-73 
a pilot modified priniary class composed of fifteen children 
who were enrolled in the first grade dicing the first 
semester of 1972-73. 

Discussion 

The pilot class was operated as specified except that it 
contained thirteen children instead of fifteen • 

Objective #^ 

Screen approximataly 600 kindergarten children in schools 
selected from those included in Area C in the Anchorage 
Borough School District for the purpose of assigning approxi- 
mately sixty children vrho exhibit evidence of potential learning 
disabilities to four modified primary classes during the 
1973-74 school year. 

Discussion 

The objective was exceeded , for approxiTnately 1500 
kindergarten and first grade children were screened 
rather than 600 kindergarteners; and there were 112-118 
children assigned to the seven modified primary classes 
operated during 1973-74. 

Approximately 1800 kindergarteners were screened during 
the spring of 1974 in the process of organizing fourteen 
classes for 1974-75* 
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Objective #S 



Develop an outline of areas to be included in the curriculum 
to be provided in the Title VI-G modified primary classes and 
directed toward overcoming the specific learning dis^ilities 
identified during the screening and evaluation process* 

Discussion 

A curriculum outline ^ the Basic Competencies Checklist for 
Modified Primary Classes p was developed during the summer 
between the first and second years of the project. It was 
submitted to the Director of Special Education for the 
Anchorage Borough School District during the fall of 1973 as 
specified in the proposal. The seven project classes 
operated in 1973-74 followed this outline. 

The Learning Disabilities Specialist coded some of the - 
materials used in the project to the outline and supplied 
teachers with materials according to the coding. However ^ 
since this moniOTental task was not completed ^ it was not 
possible to prepare a list of the coded materials for 
general distribution. 

Objective ^6 

Provide in-service training for five regular primary teachers 
who will be assigned to modified primary classes. 

Discussion 

Seven teachers ^ rather than five, received quite intensive 
in-service training* ^ The emphasis was on individual 
contact between the Learning Disabilities Specialist and 
the project teachers rather than workshops and other group 
sessions* The Learning Disabilities Specialist visited 
each teacher an average of three times per week. 
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Objective #7 

Operate f oiup modified primary classes within Area C of the 
Anchorage Borough School District in which the curriculum 
outline developed under Objective #5 will be followed and in 
which Individually prescribed educational programs will be 
provided within the areas of the curriculum outline. 

Discussion 

During 1973-7H five modified primary classes were operated 
in Area C. In addition ^ there Kere.two replication classes 
outside of Area C. The funding available under State 
Foundation Support required that up to eighteen children 
be assigned to a class instead of the maKimum of fifteen 
designated in the proposal. 

The goal of an individuallEed educational prescription for 
each child in the program was not actually met*. However ^ 
the teachers were successful in adapting small g^oup 
instruction to Individual needs ^ generally through organizing 
th^fer classrooms around learning centers and adjusting 
assignments for specific children- 

It was not possible to assign four classes to Whaley Center^ 
as planned 5 but one class of seventeen children spent a very 
successful sIk weeks there. 

* It was found that the intention to provide a complete 

evaluation for each of the 118 children In the project v;as 
over-ambitious. However, the seventeen children in the class 
which spent sin weeks at Whaley Center received a thorough ^ 
diagnosis during the time they were there* 

The eKperience with the model so far substantiates the 
assumption that good primary teachers can be successful 
with young potentially learning disabled children if they 
have adequate supervision and guidance from a specialist 
in the field**' However^ if intensive supervision is lacking, 
there is danger that the model will foster the placement of 
learning disabled children with teachers who lack training 
in that specialty, thereby depriving them of the specialized, 
educational programs they require at a time v?hen they are 
young enough to derive ^the most benefit from them. Without 
adequate supervision and guidance for the modified primary 
teachers, the children identified as potentially learning 
disabled may receive no more than a goods general first 
grade program under the guise of a specialized service 
provided for children with specific iGarning disabilitios. 
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ObJeGtive #8 

Cooperate with the Alaska Department of Education In informing 
potential replication districts concerning scroening procedures 
for locating children with potential learning dis^ilities at 
the kindergarten or beginning first grade level and operating 
modified primary classes designed to alleviate specific learning 
disabilities. 

Discussion 

This objective was met as specified during the first year 
■ of the project. However, during the first semester of the 
second year^ despite several requests, the Project Director 
was unable to obtain definite information regarding which 
communities. outside of Anchorage were actually attempting ■ 
to replicate the modified primary model* Therefore., no 
observation visits were scheduled as indicated under the 
planned implementation for the objective* It was learned 
by accident that a modified primary class had been funded 
for a school in Palmer^ a community forty miles from 
Anchorage, Some assistance was given to the teacher of 
that class 5 personnel from Palmer were included in a v/orkshop 
for the modified primary teachers in Anchorage ^ and two 
administrators met with the Project Director and visited 
the modified primary class at Creekside Park School. 

During the second semester, at the request of Mark Burgoyne 
of the Alaska Department of Education, members of the 
Project Staff met with personnel from Kodiak and from Juneau 
to provide information which they would need whan proposals 
were prepared to be submitted to the U*S* Office of 
Education* A proposal was not submitted from Kodiak; but in 
the spring, two members of^thB Project Staff visited Juneau 
to assist with screening in preparation for modified primary 
classes to be established there in September; 1974. 
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Narrative according to the outline provided g with emphasis 
on the period trom July 1, 1973, through June 30 ^ 1974 

A* Service to Children- Screening- Assessment Procedures 

Objective #4 in the proposal under which the Modified 
Primary Project has operated in Anchorage pertains to 
screening for the purpose of identifying potentially 
learning disabled children. Kindergarteners were screened 
during the spring of 1973 as scheduled. Several vacancies 
were left on the class lists to allow for the inclusion of 
first graders who had been missed during the spring 
screening or who moved into the district during the summer. 
The first grade screening took place during September, 1973 
The twenty-eight first grade teachers in the fourteen 
schools served by the project were supplied with the 
Alaska Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale and were given 
instructions for using it. Under the supervision of the 
Psychologist 5 they screened their classes totalino 
approximately 650 children. Forty-two children were 
recommended for assignment to a modified pirmary class ^ 
and thirty-b^ro of these children were selected and assigned 
to fill the vacancies. The total modified primary 
enrollment ranged from apprOHimately 112 to 118. students ' 
throughout the year. 

In October j 1973 5 when budget projections for 197^-^75 for 
the Anchorage Borough School District were being 
formulated^ the decision was made to double the number of 
classes and schools to be involved in the Modified Primary 
Project in the Borough. Consequently g about 1800 
kindergarteners in twenty-eight attendance areas were 
screened during May^ 1974. The procedure was the same as 
the one followed the previous spring and fall^ using the 
ALDRS, A total of 230 children were referred ^ and 160 
kindergarteners have been selected to date. Feedback from 
teachers and administrators in the project indicates that 
the effectiveness of the program may be jeopardised by 
placing more than fifteen children in a class* Therefore ^ 
it is anticipated that the maKimum numberper class during 
the coming year will be fifteen rather than eighteen , as 
was the case during 1973-74, Three or four spaces have 
been left on most of the^class lists so that children 
identified in the first grade in September can be added. 

Assessment Procedures 

As stated in the proposals evidence of attainment of 
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the screening objective would consist of providing the 
Director of Special Education for the Anchorage Borough 
School District with a list of the children t© be 
assigned to Tnodified primary clmsses. The list for 
1974-75 was sent to Dr, Richard Anderson ^ Director of 
Special Education^ and to Mr. Roy Fay, Division Assistant 
in Charge of Instructional Support Services ^ on 
June 25, 197H* An up-dated list to which the naines of 
children identified at the beginning of first grade have 
been added will be submitted early ncKt fall. 

Service to Children- Intervention- Assessment Procedure 

The modified primary program is based on the assumption 
that learning disabilities can be prevented through early 
recognition and educational intervention* It has many of 
the characteristics of the developmental first grade 
estadslished by Dr, Jeanne McCarthy in Schaumburg Townships 
Illinois; and it was called a 'developmental first grade'' 
in the earlier versions of the proposal* Dr, McCarthy 
strongly Influenced the program in its beginning stages in 
her role as Director of the Leadership Training Institute; 
it was she who coined the name * modified primary" during 
her first visit to the project* The word -'primary-- was 
used intentionally rather than .first grade' to avoid the 
implication that the intensity of the programming would be 
such that alls or nearly all^ of the children in the 
program would be ^'cured'v and that placement in a second 
grade would be automcitic at the end of the year in a 
modified primary class* 

In addition to its day-to-day- instructional function ^ the 
modified primary class is viewed as an opportunity for a 
long-term diagnosis which will enable the teachers and 
other project personnel to make recommendations regarding 
the child's specific educational needs in one of the 
following placement alternatives after a year in the 
program, 

1* Placement in a regular second grade 

2* Placement in a regular first grade 

3. Continued placement in a modified primary class 

M-, Placement in an appropriate special education 
program after being rGferred to the Psychology 
Department in the Anchorage Borough School District 
and receiving- a complete evaluation* 
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Besides the end-of-tha-year alternatives, children nay be 
moved out of the program at any tinie ftfter being sopeenad 
in, but this option was seldom used during the past year. 

After potentially learning disabled children are identified 
at the end of kindergarten or the beginning of grade one, 
the major service provided consists of a placement alternative 
other than rstention in kindergarten or promotion to first 
grade where they will be faced with meeting academic 
expectations which are inappropriate for them because of 
their specific learning patterns and level of development. 
An additional year of kindergarten .has not generally 
prepared such children for first grade because it has not 
been possible to provide the Intansive specific training 
they require. Neither have they miraculously bean able' 
to ■'catch up" later when they have been promoted to first 
grade where their chances to succeed are doubtful at best. 
These children's disabilities are often compounded through 
repeated failure and the ever-widBnlng gap between their 
level of attainment and that of their peers. 

The educational intervention in the modified primary 
program consists of an effort to develop individual 
educational prescriptions within a group setting which 
closely resembles a regular primary classroom and which 
IS an integral part of the organizational structure of 
the building in which it is located. 

Assessment Procedure 

The procedur%5 for assessing the effectiveness of the 
pPogram consists of a pre- and post-test, the deslpn 
designated as Type D by Dr. David 0. Anderson, 
LTI Evaluation Associate. In October, 1973, and again 
m May, 1974, the Boehm Test of Basic Concepts was 
administered to all the children in the project. 
According to the proposal, "The Title VI-G modified 
primary program will be considered to have been successful 
It 80% of the children who have been in the program 
during the entire school year have raised their scores 
by the number of points equivalent to one standard 
deviation in the scores obtained by the population upon • 
which the national norms for the instrument were 
computed." 

This turned out to be an overly ambitious objective 
however, for actually only i+5% of the ninety-one student^ 
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who were in the project to reeelve both the pre-test and 
the post-test gained 5 or mora raw score points* (Technical 
information on the standardisation of the Boehm Test of 
Basic Concepts and test data for the children in the 
project are included in AppendiH B. ) 

Although many of the project children could probably be 
described individually as "low socioeconomic'' , no attempt 
was made to categorize children according to socioeconoTnic 
level I and the general level of the conmunities in which 
the modified primary classes were located is probably 
more accurately designated a& ^^middle'U Therefore, the 
comparison group selected from those upon which the Boehm 
Test of Basic Concepts was standardised was the group at 
the middle socioeconomic level at the beginning of 
Grade One. The number of raw score points equivalent to 
one standard deviatiori for this reference group ia 5,4, 
The gain in raw score points for the ninety-one children 
who were in the project to receive both the pre-test and 
the post-test ranged from -13 to +19 3 with the median 
gain for the group being 4 points. 

Although the percentage of children who gained the 
equivalent of a full standard deviation was less than 
anticipated 5 a further analysis of the data Indicates that 
the apparent lack of success may result from the poorly 
conceived evaluation strate^ rather than a lack of 
progress on the part of the children^ A comparison of 
the raw scores of the project children with the raw scores 
of the standardization population indicates that the 
median raw score for the project children on the pre-test 
fell at the 25th percentile for the beginning of first 
grade in the middle socioeconomic level for the 
standardization' gwtp. Th& scores ranged from 19 to 48, 
falling betweer. the 1st and the 95th percaiiWles, On the 
post-tests the median raw score of 43 for the project 
children fell at the 50th percentile for the standardization 
group. The column for the beginning of first grade in the 
middle socioeconomic level was used again on the 
assumption that children in the modified primary project 
would be considered successful if they could function 
adequately when placed in a regular first grade aftei a 
year in a modified primary class. The scores on the post- 
test ranged between 20 and 50, comparing with the percentiles 
between the 1st and the 99th for the standardization group. 

Generalising from the median raw scores on the pre- and 



poBt-testS|. it would appear that children who, at the 
end of kindergarten, were likely to experienGt considerable 
failupe in a first grade situation where approximately 
75% of the children were able to function at a higher 
level have now had their chance for success increased 
since their level of functioning has apparently been 
raised to one which approKiinates that of the average 
child at the beginning of first grade in communities 
siTnilar to the communitlee in which they live* 

Besides the pre-post evaluation of the entire group of 
target children^ the Metropolitan Readiness Test was 
given to fourteen of the chiidren in the class from 
V/illow Crest School which served as the demonstration 
class at Whaley Center, (A summary of the distribution 
of their scores according to readiness level on the pre- 
and post- test a is included in AppendiH B,) One child 
raised his score from an E to a or three levels^ 
three children raised their scores two levels 5 the 
scores for nine children were raised one level', and one 
child scored at the B level on both tests* The percentiles 
ranged from the 3rd to the 84th on the pre-test and 
irom the 40th to the 93rd on the post-test, 

"Children in the modified primary class at Nunaka Valley 
were given Lhe Reading subtest of the Stanford Achievement 
Test during ^Hay^ 1974 5 at the end of their year in the 
program. Their grade= equivalent scores ranged from .^^-f 
1.4 to 2,3, with a median score of 1,9. 

The Peabody Individual Achievement Test was administered 
as a follow-up to ten of the thirteen children who were 
in the pilot class which was operated during the second 
semester of 1972-73. Their mean scores for the subtests 
in the PIAT given after mid-term of 1973-74 were as 
follows I 



Mathematios 


2.7 


Reading Recognition 


2.5 


Reading Coniprehenslon 


2.7 


Spelling 


2.2 


General Inforniation 


2.9 


Total Test 


2.5 



In summary 5 the available test data seem to indicate that 
children identified as potentially learning disabled do 
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banaf it fi^om a yeM» in the modified pr^imary program, 
GenGrallyp their gaini are not spectacular ^ confirming 
the suspicion that these children do , indeed , have 
learning pwblems to a greater degree than most of their 
peers. The opportunity for an extra year in a specially 
designed program prior to first grade apparently provides 
them with a background equivalent to that of an average 
first grader at the beginning of the year. 

Aceording to the norms established for the Boehm Test of 
Basic Concepts^ an average beginning second grader in 
the middle socioeconomic level obtains H7 or ravr score 
points. Ten of the project children, or 11% ^ received 
48 or more points i and 13s or 21% ^ received 47 or more 
points j indicating that caution should be exercised in 
recommending the second grade placement alternative 
after a year in the .program. If the aim of the project 
is to allow potentially learning disabled children to 
succeed in the regular program after a year in a modified 
primary class ^ the test data at this time points to the 
conclusion that for most of the children a first grade 
placement would be more appropriate. 



Staff Development • -—^^^^-^ 

' Qf Classroom Teachers ' 

The position of Program Assooiate was filled by 
Denice Clynej a Leaning Disabilities Specialist who 
vms assigned full-time to the project. This individual 
has had the major responsibility for staff development. 
(A copy of the Program Associate's job description is 
included in AppendiK D.) The major strategy was that of 
.interacting with teachers individually in their class- 
rooms several times per week. In this way, training 
could be relative to a precise situation or a particular 
child's need. The Leaning Disabilities Specialist 
visited each classroom an average of three times per 
week and frequently consulted with teachers by telephone^., 
between visits. The close personal involvement betv/een 
the specialist and the teachers afforded many 
opportunities for in»service training using the technique 
of modeling. In addition to the regular Individual 
contacts s four group meetings covering the following 
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topics were held during the year i ■ 

1* Orientation to the Modified Primary ProjeGt 

a. Overview of the project 

b. Relationship between the modified primary 
teachers and the project staff, 

Ct The use of the Basic Competencies Checklist 
for Modified Primary Classes (the curriculum 
outline developed as a part of the project) 

d. Materials available from "the Title VI-G Office 

2. Demonstration of Trading Chips Math Materials by 
Dave Matlock p Math Consultant for the Anchorage 
Borough School District 

3. Eligibility for Title Vl-G Mini-grants and the 
process for submitting proposals to the Alaska 
Department of Education, (A mini-grant proposal 
written by the Program Aisociate and reflecting 
the needs identified by the teachers during the 
meeting was submitted , but it was not funded.) 

4. The use of the AssDclato Special Education 
Instructional Materials Center in obtaining 
materials for a diagnostic-prescriptive program. . 
The meeting was held in the ASEIMC which had 
recently been reopened in the new Helen S. V/haley 
Center for Learner "Assistance, Leigh Lowther, 
Director of the ASEIMC ^ conducted the meeting. 

The major technical assistance which the project in 
Anchorage received from the Leadei^shlp Training Institute 
was in the. area of staff development as follows; 

1, At the request of the Project Director^ the LTI 
arranged for Dr. Corrine Kass ^ Professor in the 
area of learning disability at the University of 
Arisona^ to conduct an Intensive three-day workshop 

. during October primarily for the modified primary 
teachers. (A copy of the agenda and an outline of 
the topics covered are included in AppendiK D.) 

2. On April 1 and 2, Dr. Harold McGrady visited 
Anchorage for the purpose of interviewing members 

of the Project Staff to obtain data for his research 
on procedures being used to select children for 
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Title V1*G projecte. During his visit, his speGial 
eKpertise was used in staff development and to 
stimulate interest in replicating the model in 
Anchorage in schools outside the original target 
arts, (A copy of the agenda is inoluded in 
Append Ik ) 

An uneKpected benefit resulted from Dr. McGrady's 
visit* As a result of his encouragement and 
assistance 3 Lucille Shoup, one of the modified 
primary teachers , applied for an Anchorage Borough 
School District Career. Development Leave to attend 
the University of Arizona summer session to study 
in the field of learning disability under 
Dr* James Chalfant and other national leaders. It 
is anticipated that the effectiveness of this 
teacher's training will be m.ultlplied when she 
^participates in' in-service sessions with other 
teachers in the district during the cominL^ school 
year. 

Staff development in the form of interaction between the 
modified primary teachers and other outstanding primary 
teachers in the district resulted when opportunities for 
the modified primary teachers to visit each other's classes 
and to observe good teachers who were not associated with 
the project v/ere provided* The Program Associate planned 
each visit for a specific purpose and either accompanied 
the teacher or substituted in the modified primary class 
to free the teacher. 

Of Administrative Personnel 

In the proposal under which the project has operated^ 
Objective #3 and Objective which pertain to staff 
development were directed toward teachers rather than 
administrators* Objective il2 has been met routinely 
each time children have been screened. Although the 
Alaska Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale is quite simple 
to administer and the accompanying directions are easy 
to follow^ a meeting at which the members of -the Project 
Staff discussed learning disabilities, the modified primary 
program^ and the teachers' responsibilities in locating 
children for the project classes has been held just prior 
to each screening in the spring and in the fall* Admini^' 
strators have been invited to these meetings ^ and many of 
them have attended and asked stimulating questions* 
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^incipals and other administrators have always been 
included in workshops organized around the teehnical 
asslatanGe visits from personnel associated with the 
Leadership Training Institute^ and at least one session 
specifically for administrators has been included in 
each workshop. 

Much of the Project Director's time has been spent In 
individual informal conferences with prinGipals throughout 
the district. The major purpose for most' of the 
conferences was that of selecting the schools to * 
participate in the project ^ 'but these meetings ™ usually 
in the principalis own office — provided an eKcellent 
opportunity to talk itoout learning dis^ility and its 
implications. Usually a packet of materials was left for 
the principal to read later. The Project Director has met 
at least once with 30 of the ^+0 elementary principals in 
the Anchorage Borough School District, After a school has 
become Involved in the projects the Project Director has 
worked closely with the principal in helping him or her 
to \mderstand the rationale for the learning disability 
program offered in the modified primary class in the 
building. Generally 3 the overt purpose of the contact 
was for the solution of some specific problem such as 
eKplaining the program to a parent for the purpose of 
obtaining permission to place a child in the program ^ 
determining whether or not a certain child should be 
placed in the modified primary class ^ or resolving some 
question regarding the teacher ^s role in relation to the 
rest of the staff in the building. However , during 
these contacts 5 principals whose training is frequently 
minimal in learning disability and special education in 
general 5 have had an opportunity to Interact on an Informal 
basis with an individual whose background and training is 
primarily in the field of special education. 

Of Learning Disabili ties SpGclallsts . 

No objective in the proposal pertains to staff 
development for the Learning Disabilities Specialist. 
However 5 on her ovm Initiative this individual has taken 
Courses at the University of Alaska throughout the' year.' 
The course most directly related to her responsibilities 
in the Title VI-G Project was a course on learning 
disability taught by Dr. Marilyn Johnsons who recently 
received her doctorate at the University of Arizona under 
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Dr. Corrine Kass, The Learning Disabilities Specialist 
and the Psyeholo£ist werei of course, involved in the 
workshops conducted by Dr* Kass and Dr, HcGrady as 
technical assistance from the Leadership Training 
Institute. 

Of Paraprofesslonale 

None of the eight objectives in the proposal are specific 
to the training of paraprofessionals* In factp there was 
no provision in the proposal or in the budget for the use 
of paraprofessionals. However 5 ttoi^e volunteers 
contributed a substantial amount of time to the project 
and were automatically included in the training provided 
for the project teachers. 

Of Others (please list) 

None 

Evaluation Procedures (for staff development) 

Since the major emphasis in the project has been on 
direct service to children^ a minimal amount of the 
available resources of personnel and money have been 
allocated to evaluatlont^ This is especially true in 
the area of staff development* Consequently ^ the 
evaluation procedure for the objectives other than 
Objective #3 and Objective #7, the two directly 
related to the operation of modified primary classes, 
has consisted of a log containing copie.s of materials 
substantiating that Gertain activities have taken place. 
In the area of staff development ^ these, materials consist 
of wprkshop agendas 5 memos J and other evidence of contact 
between the modified primary teachers , ad' Inistrators in 
the Anchorage Borough School District 3 members of the ^. 
Title VI-G Project Staff, and individuals associated 
with the Leadership Training Institute, The type of 
evaluation design ^ as the types ire defined in a 
memorandum from Dr, David 0, Anderson, LTI Evaluation 
Associate, regarding The Fallibility of Certain 
Evaluation Designs , is Type B. 

Program-Evaluatlon Methods and Procedures 

Early in the project at a meeting conducted by the 
Leadership Training Institute in Tucson ^ AriEona, in 
August, 1972, Dr, Gerald Senf assisted the Project Director 
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in distinguishing between the procedural objectives and 
the outcome objectives as they were set forth in the 
proposal. It became apparent thats with the exception of 
Objective #3 and Objeetive t??, the two which imply that a 
change will take place in the children involved ^ the 
objectives contained in the proposal are procedural 
objectivas rather than outcome objectives. Other contacts 
with Dr, Senf and his papers on evaluation^ led the Project 
Director to conclude that evidence that certain events 
occurred would constitute adequate evaluation fo^. most of the 
objectives contained in the proposal. 

In Dr. Senf's paper, ^'AssistanGe in. Evaluation Planning 
for Project Initiators! II he refers to the many ''masters-' 
to be served by evaluation and the diversity of their 
interests* He suggests that the only data that must be 
collected is that necessary to meet the requireTnents of the 
specific "masters^' to be dealt with* EKcept for Objective //3 
and Objective rW^ which involve educational intervention ^ the 
prime purpose for evaluating has been to demonstrate that the 
project has been conducted as it was contracted in the 
proposal with the activities carried out to the degree that 
. they ware described in the grant application- Thus^ the 
evaluation question applied to the objectives has beeni 
'-V?as the activity satisfying the objective carried out in 
the amount or degree stated, in the objective?" For such a 
questlonj according to Dr* Senf^ a record or log of the 
project ^s activities constitutes the evaluation measures, and 
the question is most appropriate for procedural objectives 
which specify what the Project Staff is to do,^ Since Bin 
of the eight objectives stated in the proposal are procedural 5 
the major means of evaluation was the systematic filing of 
evidence that the specified activities were taking place as 
planned. For the other two £?bjectives which specify the 
operation of ^modified primary classes^ the evaluation 
design consisted mainly of -a pre- and post-test admln^^ 
to the target children. The procedure is described in 
detail in B above (Service to Children- Intervention- 
Assessment Procedures). 

2 

Gerald M, Senf, "Evaluation Aosistance' KKplanation^ I-' and 
*^Assistance in Evaluation Planning for Project Initiators r 11'^ in 
Preview Series ^ Leadership Training Institute in Learning Disribilities ^ 
Department of Special Education^ College of Education ^ University of 
AriEonai n*d, 

®Ibid. . ' 
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E. Parental Invelvement (Role and Activities) 

No formal plan for parental involvement was developed. 
However, parents were encouraged to participate to whatever 
extent their own individual circumstances would allow* Their 
role vms one of being ultimately responsible for their 
child's well-being. The kindergarten or first grade teacher 
generally initiated the refe.rral for placement in a modified 
primary class as a part of the screening procedure ^ but it 
was necessary to obtain the parent's signature on a permission 
form before a child could be placed in a modified primary 
class. The principal and the child ^s teacher were responsible 
for explaining the program and, discussing the factors which 
led to the referral for the special program at the time the 
signature was sought, mmn the principal was given a list 
of the children from his school to be included in the program ^ 
he was supplied with a one-page description of the project to 
be given to each parent. Parents VJere encouraged to contact 
the Title .VI-G Office for further Information, In some 
instances 5 teachers arranged a meeting between members of 
the Project Staff and a parent or a group of parents* 
Opcaslonally, a member of the Project Staff made a hpir,e visit 
to explain the program prior to a child *s placement in a 
' modified primary class. 

After a parent gave permission for a child to be assigned to 
a modified primary class ^ there was close contact between 
the modified primary teacher and the parents. Their 
activities ranged from simply attendinE. meetings or 
conferences at report card time to volunteering to help 
in the classroom. A few parents construoted games and 
other materials to the teacher's specifications. For 
example I the father of. a child in the pilot class made 
individual chalk boards for every child in the class* Whan 
the Willow Crest class was moved to VJhaley Center for sIk 
. ^ weeks, several parents helped with the packing* On two 

occasions parents have been asked to respond to questionnaires 
which included items saeking their recommendations ^ and at 
least one session for parents was generally included on the 
agenda when personnel from the Leadership Training Institute 
visited the project. 

P. Advisory Council (Role and Activities) 

Evidently 5 the individuals who wrote the proposal v/hich was 
originally funded were unaware of the requirement for an 
advisory council , for no provisions for such a council were 



20 



19 



included. This is understand^le since the ProJeGt Director 
did not become aware that an advisory council was required 
until the Guidelines and Requirements governing Title VI*G 
Projects 5 yhich \i<^tq first published in tha Federal Register 
on October 11 ^ 1973^ were received in Anchorage in 
Janu^y^ 1974 ^ over half-way through the second year of 
funding* This being the oase^ no advisory council 
specifically for the Title VI-G Project was ever organl^ied, 
A Parent Advisory Council for Special Education in the 
Anchorage Borough School District was established during 
the fall of 1973^ and Mrs* Dorothy Singleton, the mother 
of a learning disabled child, M^?as appointed to that council 
to represent the area of learning disability. Although 
Mrs. Singleton's son was too old for a modified primary 
class p he attended school at Creekside Park where one of 
the project classes was located. Presumably ^ the Modified 
Primary Program was represented by Mrs* Singleton on the 
Special Eduction Advisory Council^ for she became quite 
knowledgeable^ about the program through her contact with 
Creekside Park School and as a result of her association 
with the Title VI»G Project Director and some of the 
project teachers who attended and participated in meetings 
of the recently organized chapter of th^ Association for 
Children with Learning Disabilities. 

Community involvement 

Community involvement generally consisted of cooperation 
between members of the Project Staff and personnel in other 
agencies concerned with such fields as special education, 
learning disability , and language development. Upon ^ 
invitation, members of the Project Staff ^ participated as" 
speakers at workshops held by other groups. The Project 
Director served as a guest speaker for classes on learning 
disability taught by Dr/ Marilyn Johnson and Mrs. A 
for the University of Alaska. Often workshop participants 
from out of town were transported by the Project Director 
or the Learning Disabilities Specialist to observe one or 
more of the modified primary classes. Agencies with which 
project personnel wore Involved included the Early Childhood 
Education ProjecA' at the Alaska Treatment Center , State- 
Operated Schools, the University of Alaska, the Public . 
Health Serviee in Palmer, the Anchorage Chapter of the ^ 
American Speech and Hearing Association, the Association 
for Children with Learning Disabilities, the Council for 
EKceptional Children, and the Anchorage Chapter of the 
Hothers of Twins. 
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Alaska's Title VI-G Project has bean operated entirely in 
the public school system in Anchorage. However , many 
preschool children are evaluated at the Alaska Treatment 
Center and diagnosed as having learning disabilities. When 
these children enter kindergarten in the Anchorage Borough 
School Districts their records are generally available to 
public school personnel and become a part of the on-going 
evaluation which occurs in the modified primary program* 

The Early Childhood Education Project p which is housfed at 
the Alaska Treatment Centers has recently produced a 
correspondence cowse in learning disability directed 
primarily at teachers and aides in Headstart and other 
preschool programs. The Title VI-G Project Director 
served informally as a consultant to the teacher who 
wrote the course. The Project Director and 
■Mrs, Sandy Olson ^ a Psychologist in the Anchorage Borough 
School District^ participated in a session of the course 
as it was being presented to a group of inothers in 
Anchorage . .. The session was videotaped- to be used when 
the course is presented elsewhere in the state. Another 
booklet produced by the Early Childhood Education Project 
has ^ been distributed to. several parents of children in the 
Modified Primary Project* 

Anna Smith., a specialist In Early Childhood Education with 
Alaska's State-Operated School System^ consiilted with 
membera of the Project Staff on several occasions in the 
process of preparing her investigative report ^ A^ Survey of 
Native Parents from 20 Villages in Alaska to DeterminiTheir 
: feelings About the Early " identification" oS Learning Problems 
M Xp^gs Children's Programs . She "found the "article . r 
■■Emphasis I Identification'' v/ritten by Roger Clyne^ 
Psychologist with the Title VI-G Project ^ to be of 
particular value to her study. ^ 

At the request of Dee Wielsen^ an Art Resource Teacher 
in the Anchorage Borough School District ^ the Project 
Director reviewed her outline for an in-service vforkshop 



Anna L, R. SniJ.th5 A Survey of Native Parent s from 20 Villages in Alaska 
to Determine Their Feelings About the Early Identification of Liarning 
ProblemB in Young Children's Programs , Dfas-ter • s Investigative Report , 
University of Alaska, Anchorage, Alaska, August, 1974, p. 14. 
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on ^*Some • TeGhniques for Remediating Learning Dieabilitias 
through Art, The art projects dascribid in the outline , 
were correlated with Aids to Psycholinguistic Teaching ny 
Bush and Giles. 

During the summer following the first year of the project ^ 
a chapter of the Association for Children with Learning 
Disabilities was formed from a nucleus of parents of children 
who had^been involved in a couree in learning disability 
taught by tirs. Alma Dlunck for the University of Alaska, 
The session for the children had been arranged in order that 
the University students could be involved in a practlcum 
situation as a part of Mrs. Blunck's course. The culmination 
of the activities of the summer session was a meeting of the 
parents of the children. During the meeting the Project 
Director described the modified primary program as an 
example of the services offered to young learning disabled 
children by the Anchorage Borough School District, 
te^s, Blunck^ as Alaskans Representative of the Division for 
Children with Learning Disabilities in C.E.C.^ provided the 
group with Information about A,C.L.D. Later ^ several * parents 
from that group officially organized a chapter of A,C,L,D..^ 
and the Project Director joined that group and attended most 
of the Tnootlngo. 

Resc^ch Activities (Methods and Procedures) 

Since the project's beginnings a schism has eKisted between 
its commitment to services to children and the implied 
responsibility to engage in research. The personalities and 
training of the individual staff members selected for the 
project are child and program oriented rather than research 
oriented. - 

One premise upon which the project vras developed is that 
good priraary teachers can be successful with 'j^oung learning 
disabled c^hildren if they have eKtensive support from a 
specialist in learning disability. Consequently ^ the 
Learning Disabilities Specialist has responded to the 
eMpectatlons of the project teachers by becomino closely 
Involved \iith the programming for Individual children, A 
large part of the diagnostic work has been done by the 
Learning Disabilities Specialist at the request of the 
teachers. The in-service training component, developed 
mainly through individual contacts with seven teachers In 
widely separated schools ^ has claimed a considerable amount 
of the Specialist's attention. 

The Psychologist who was assigned to the project for one 
day per week has generally had a backlog of referrals 
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waiting for him^ and the x^espQnsibilities assoeiated 
with his other role in the school district as liaison 
psycholQcist for the entire school district have 
frequently competed with the demands of the project for 
his attention. Host of the data-gathering activity of 
both the Learning Disabilities Specialist and the 
Psychologist have been for the purpose of individual 
educational programming rather than statistical research* 

The Project Director has been involved in meeting the 
day-to-day demands associated with correspondence ^ 
contacts with parents and principals ^ supervising the 
distribution of screening materials ^ budgetings ordering 
materials and equipment ^ preparing reports^ complying with 
requests for information ^ and other administrative 
details. 

As indicated in the Progress Report for the period between 
July^l and December 31^ 1973,, an effort was made to 
compile test data to be submitted to Computer Psychometric 
Affiliates for a correlational study* Hotweverj the 
conflicting demands upon the staff members^ time, the 
general eHpectation that the function of the public ' 
school and its employees is to ^serve children rather than 
to engage in research * and the inappropriateness of the 
Title VI-G Off ice facilities for the gathGring and 
analysis of data served to inhibit this kind of activity 
to the eHtent that only preliminary tabulations were 
accomplished. An attempt at an item analysis for the 
purpose of refining the Alaska Learning Disabilities 
Ranking Scale 5 as suggested by Dr* Jeanne McCarthy in 
a letter dated 25g ISTa^ likewise was unsuccessful. 

It follows that since no one associated with the project 
is basically research oriented and no objective in the 
proposal was related to research per se^ no research of 
any consequence has resulted from the Modified Primary 
Project in Anchorage. 

Replication Activities (New Programs Initiated and 
Validation Procedures) 

Objective f-e in the proposal deals with replication. It 
states 

Cooperate with the Alaska Department of Education in 
informing potential replication districts concerning 
, screening procedures for locating children with 
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potential learning disabilities at the kindergarten qT 
beginning first grade level and operating modified primary 
classes designed to alleviate specif ie learning 
disabilities, . , 

Slnee approKlmately half of the scho©l children in Alaska are 
in Anchorage and only a small part of the Anchorage Borough 
School District was designated as the original target ar^at 
replication of the modified primary model has had two 
components (1) eKpansion of the project in schools in the 
Anchorage Borough School District^ and (2) Initiating th^ 
prograni in school districts elsewhere in the statt. 

Replication Activities in Anchorage 

During the steond semester of the first year of the 
project 5 a pilot class containing thirteen children was 
operated at Wonder Park School in the original target area ^ 
which was then called Area in Anchorage. That cla^^ 
was maintained the following year^ and four other clashes 
were organized in Area C. In addition^ two classes which 
were considered to be replication classes were established 
outside of Area Qy making a total .of seven modified primary 
classes in Anchorage for the 1973-74 school year* An 
additional seven classes ^e anticipated for 1974-75/ 
(A map showing tha locations of the classes is included 
in Appendix E .) Two of the additional classes will be 
located in the original target areap and the other five 
will be scattered throughout the rest of the Anchoraga 
Borough School District. Since two of the project classes 
will serve more than a pair of schools as specified in 
the proposal, thirty-one of the forty elementary sohopls^ 
in Anchorage will be involved in the modified primary 
program* Kindergarten children have been screened iii the 
schools to be served by the fourteen classes, and the 
teachers have been assigned* 

Replication Outside of Anchorage 

Toward the end of the first year of the project , a work^ 
shop for the purpose of initiating the replication 
component was held. It was devGloped around a technical 
assistance visit by Dr* Jeanne McCarthy and generally 
followed the plan set forth under '^Implementation'' for 
Objective ilB on pages HI through HS in the proposal. At 
that time interest in replication was high as evidenced by 
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the number of people who attended and the fact that , 
local districts paid for the transportation and per diem 
for their participants. As Dr. lloCarthy stated in a 
letter written May 25, 1973, ^'The fact that a district 
like Kinai [sic] is willing to invaat some S1200.00 of^ . . 
their own funds in sending personnel to the meeting this 
week is evidence of the efficacy of your replication 
strategies.' ;' 

It was not actually possible, however, for the Chief of 
the Division of Special Education to select. the districts' 
which would be funded as replication districts at the end 
of the workshop as 'specified in the proposal. Because _of 
a schedule conflict, the Division Chief could not remain 
in Anchorage until the and of the workshop, and the 
workshop participants were not free to make final ;', 
commitments for their communities. By. fall, a change ■ 
In personnel in the Alaska Department of Education had 
occurred, disrupting the continuity in the replication 
strategy. 

According to the proposal, the Project Director would be 
provided with 'copies of the plans submitted by the 
districts chosen for replication and the memorandums of ■ 
agreement between, the Alaska Department of Education and 
the replication districts. . .to, be included In any _ .;■ 
evaluation reports." The only replication plan received 
by the Project Director was the one from Nome. The 
Project Director was told that the Matanuska-Susitna 
Borough School District was receiving State Foundation 
Support under special education for a ; modified, primary , 
'class taught by Urs. Margaret Bartko at ;S%mnsoh School 
in Palmer; Mrs . Bartko , the Principal of Swanson School , 
and the Director of Special; Services for the Matanuska- 
Susitna Borough School- District were invited to the 
workshop conducted by Dr. Corrine Kass in October. On one 
occasion, the; Principal and the Director 'of Special 
Services met with the Project Director and were taken to 
observe the modified primary class at CreeksidePark 
School. Mrs. Bartko was supplied with information 
regarding ordering materials like those used In Anchorage .|| 
and was given copies of items prepared by the project _ 
such as the Alaska Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale, 
the Basic Competencies Checklist for Modified Primary .^^ 
Classes, and the proposal, which set forth the philosophy 
and rationale underlying the modified primary program. . -i^ 
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In rasponsa to the Request for Proposals publicized 
in the Commgrce Business Dally in January^ 197Hs Juneau 
submitted a proposal for replication of the modified 
primary model. In anticipation of federal funding for 
that community for 1974--75, Mark Burgoyne of the Alaska 
Dapartment of Education raquested the Learning 
Disabilities Specialist with the modified primary project 
in Anchorage to conduct a workshop for teachers and 
administrators in Juneau to orient them to the project 
and to initiate the screening process. (A copy of the 
workshop agenda is included in Appendix E.) In May, 
after the Alaska Learning .Disabilities Ranking Scale had 
been completed for the ohildren to be referred for the 
program in Juneau, the Psychologist who had developed 
the ALDRS as a part of the Anchorage projeotj spent two 
days in Juneau assisting with the interpretation of the 
data and the seleotlon of the childi^en to be included 
in the classes to be organised in that district for 
the 197U-75 school year. ^ 

Programs Using Components of Your Project (Validation 
Procedures ) 

It is not known whether or not other communities in Alaska 
are using components of the project developed in Anchorage* 
It is likely that^'^they. are^ for at least twenty-six people 
attended the workshop conducted by Dr, McCarthy in 
May 5 1973^ and fifteen or twenty letters have been writte*) 
to people in Alaska in response to requests for information 
about the project* 

Other than the stipulation in the proposal that the Project 
= . Director be provided -with copies ^^^o between - 

the Alaska Department of Education and replicating 
districts 5 there are no procedures for validating the 
eKtent or effectivaness of the replication activities. 
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As a legislative requirement ^ the year-end report should 
include a separate section (AppendiH A) on dissemination 
activitiea and materials ^ with an evaluation of effeetiveness* 
Please Inelude a eopy of all materials used for dissemination 
aotlvitles* 

Dissemination has been an integral part of the project through^ 
out the two years it has been in eKlstenoe. Menders of the 
Maff have been alert to opportunities to publicir.e the 
program* Numerous requests for specific information have been 
met on an individual basis. Dissemination activities since 
January 1^ 1974^ have included: * 

a. Members of the Project Staff corresponded with 

individuals in Alaska and elsewhere who asked about 
the project. Since each request was unique, a form 
latter was never prepared* (Representative eKamplea of 
the correspondence which took place in meeting the 
dissemination requirement set forth in the law are 
included in AppendiH A * ) 

b* At least 100 copies of the proposal were distributed to 
principals , parents ^ teachers ^ and others who requested 
them* 

e, ApproKlmately 300 copies of a one**page deecrlption of 

the project "Emphasis i Prevention' ' were distributed; for 
they were routinely included in replies to letters of 
inquiry and were widely distributed wherever the 
project vms described at meetings ^ the Educational Fair 
at the State Teachers' Conferences university classes, 
etc* It was revised periodically as the project 
progressedr "^^ 

d. The Alaska Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale and the 
ijasic Competencies Checklist for Modified Primary Classes 
were distributed upon request , generally to teachers ^ 
administrators J and university students* 

e. Copies of the three articles prepared for the DEAN as a 
part of the replication stragegy were often included in 
packets of information* These articles and the proposal 
were filed in ERIC, (The abstracts, which appeared in 
the August, 1973s issue of Research in Education , are 
included in Appendi*< A.) 

f . An article prepared for Chalkmarks , an education 
newsletter, was publiGhed in April, 197^* 
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g. The I^ojeet Director served as a guest speaker for two 
university elasses on learning disability taught by 
Mrs* Alma BlunQk and one olass taught by Dr, Marilyn 
Johnson • Other meetings at which the Modified Primary 
Program was described are listed under See t ion E 
(Parental Involvement) and Section G (Community 
Involvement ) , 

h. For several years, Mrs* Darlene Reed, a PiAlic Health 
Nurse in Palmer, has sponsored a preschool sereening 
roundup in the spring involving children who would enter 
first grade in the fall. As a result of her interest in 
learning disability ^ the Program Associate and the 
Project Director were invited to participate in an 
in-service vforkshop in Palmer which involved teachers^ 
nurses, the home demonstration agent, and a social 
worker. 

1. Dr. Harold McGrady's technical assistance visit in 

April was the stimulus for a television interview about 
the Modified Primary Project. 

j* A display was prepared for the Educational Fair at the 
NEA-Alaska Annual State Teachers » Conference on 
March 4-5 ^ 197^1. 

The Special Education Division of Alaska's Stated- 
Operated Schools held a workshop on May 1-.3, 197^. The 
Project Director described the modified primary prograni 
during one session, and nearly every participant was 
taken to visit at least one of the project classes by 
Denice Clyne, the Program Associate, 

1. Individuals who were in Anchorage on other buslneas 

frequently visited the Title VI-G Office and were given 
whatever Information they wanted. If time allowed, they 
v/ere taken to visit some of the project classes. 
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Data is needed by BEH to answer questiens asked by Congress and . J 
by other Governmental agencies concerning the scope of the VI^ ' 
learning disabilities effort ^ and the need for learning 
disabilities programs. This data will not be used to evaluate 
your project 5 but will be added and sumrned with data from other 
VI*-G projects* Your completion of the following will be of great 
help* 

A* Services to Children 

1, Number of children sdBiened this year 

Spring - 1973 - kindergarten 850 
Fall - 1973 - first grade 650 

Spring - 197^ - kindergarten -1800 

2* Number of children who were found to require 
specialised help 

Spring 1973 - 86 
Fall - 1973 - 35 

Spring * 1974 - 160 

3, Number of children receiving direct services this year 

118 

(a) How v;ere direct serviaes delivered? (i*e* resource 
room J classroom p individualizations resource 
teacher 5 etc. ) 

The children were assigned to a modified primary 
class which served a pair of schools and was 
organiEed as a regular primary grade in one of 
the schools served by the project class. 

(b) With what frequency were direct services delivered? 
(daily 5 twice a week) 

The classes met daily. The schedule was the same 
as the schedule for flr^ graders in the building 
where the class was iaeufad. 
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(o) Numbar of children ^'graduating" from the learning 
diiabilities prograjn to the standard program 

PlaGement follOHing the year in the modified 
primary program was consistent with the 
alternatives described on pages 36-38 of the 
proposal . 

PlaQement in a repilar second ^ade 50 

Placement in a regular first grade 45 

Continued placement in a modified 
primary class 3 

Placement in a special education 15 
program 

Placement decision will be made 5 
after further testing 



TOTAL: 118 

(Please attach as Appendix evidence of progress made by the 
children. Please present it in summary form if possible - Do 
not l^nclude information on each child , but provide information 
on mean gains and ranges, 

B* Staff Development 

li Number of staff personnel receiving in-service 
training this year 

(a) Classroom Teachers 7 

(b) Administrative personnel 7 



(c) L*D, specialists 1 (minimal 

in-service training) 

(d) Other 0 

2. How? 

(a) Workshops 

(b) Staff meetings 

(c) Individual conferences 

(d) Hodellng 
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3. With what frequency? 

(a) Twice this yBBT (Dr. Kass and Dr* McGrady) 

(b) Bi-monthly 

(c) Twice a inonth 

4. Number of paraprofesaionals trained this year 3 

5. How? Oh the job 

6. With what frequency? As needed by the individual 

C, Parental Involvement^ Coifnmunity^ Advisory Council 

PLEASE ATTACH AS APPENDIX C RELEVANT DATA CONCERMING THE 
ACTIVITIES, ATTITUDE CHANGES, LINKAGES MADE DURING THE 
PAST YEAR. 
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Raplication Activities 

1. List replications by agency, looatlon and estimated 
number of Qhlldren to be served by each replication. 

(a) Outside of Anchorage 

Noma City School District Nomes Alaska 15-18 

Juneau Borough Sch* DistriGt Juneau^ Alaska 60 

Matanuska-Susitna Borough 
* School District ' ' Palmer ^ Alaska 12*15 

(b) In Anchorage outside of the original target area 
Northwood 15 Chinook 15 
V?lllow Crest 15 Rabbit Creek 15 

Tudor 15 Ocean View IS 

Abbott Loop is 

(c) In Anchorage in the original target area 
Blrchwood 15 

Chester Valley 15 

2# If other ageneies are replicating some components of your 
project, please list the agency, location ^ component, and 
number of children to be served by each partial 
replication. 

Information not availtole 

Research Activities 

1. What needs do you spe in the area of applied research 
which are not now being met? ; 

(a) Long-term longitudinal studies to determine 
what becomes of individuals who have received 
some special treatment because of a diagnosis 
Indicating the presence of a learning disability* 
What effect did the treatment have on their eventual 



32 



ability to cope with the demands of living? To what 
©Ktent do they attribute the degree of their 
satisfaction, or lack of satisfaetlon, with their 
life situation to the treatment directed toward 
overcoming learning dls^illtles, 

(b) Reiearah to detemine the effects of open-aonQept ^ 
self -directed^, multisensory educational programs 
upon learning disabled children in contrast to the 
structured, controlled- stimulus programs advocated 
by most of the earlier practitioners in the field 
of learning disability* 

2* What basic research needs to be undertaken? 

Fwther work toward an operational definition of 
learning dis^ility which might lead to a legal 
dafinition comparable to the legal definition for 
blindness so that the condition labeled '^learning 
dis^led'^ would be consistent from locality to 
locality and from program to program* 

P. Funding 

1. Please give the amount of Federal funding (VI-G), the 
amount of State funding , the amount of local fundings 
and other funding which supported this project in FY '73. 

Federal (Title VI-G) . $ 62,500 

State Foundation Support (7 units) 127,750 
Local Support 

Psychologlet (1 day per week), S^^OO 

Space (including furniture , heat 5 
lights p maintenancr ) 

Office ^.200 

J 7 Classrooms 117,600 

121,800 

HateriGls 700 

125,900 
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We are aften asked for the number* of children being served 
with a spaeific breakdovm according to ethnic ident5.fi- 
cation. Please indicate the approKiinate number of 
children you are serving in these categories i ^^JhitSj 
Blacky American Indian^ Spanish-Speakings Other, 

(Estimatas) . 
White 9*f 

Black . , 7 

American Indian (Alaska Native) 15 

Spanish-speaking 2 

Other • 0 
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TitlQ VI^Q Offie© 
Special Eduoation 

Dmall ElGmentary School 
1H8 East 9th Avenue 

Asahorage* Alaaak 99501 

May 1, 1974 



lira. Harrys BOTnett 
Route S DOK seaif 
Juiiwu, Alaoka 99801 

Dear Hrs. Burnetts 

Youp letter of Mareh 13 BrrLv^A just before Mrs. Pcnice Clynej Prop^ani 
ABsoclate for thc^ Title VI-G Hodiflod Primary Project, left for Juneau 
to meet with soma af thm eahool peraonnai there for the pirrpose of 
iustrueting them regarding the screening prosees which ie used in the 
Hodified Primly I^oject in AnQhoraga* I asked her to contaat you to 
convey ray appraoiation for yom* intarest in ©ur program and to miswer 
any quest ions you sight have, but mhrn wai UTObla to reaoh you* Instaadj 
ahe talked with Mrs, Barbara a?ahara^ 

It la unlikely that I will ba able to make a trip to Junaau in the near 
future* but another of my co-^workOTa^ to* Roger Clynej is Boheduled to 
visit the Junaau Sdhool Systara on Hay 9-10, I have InforiJiod him of 
your Interest in our project^ and I am sura that ha will iBaka an effort 
to gat In touah with either you or lira, Graham* Sinoa Mr* Glyne will be 
working closely with Mr ^ John Symona, Direotor of Pupil Personnel 
Sarvicas in tha Juneau Sahool Distriets perhaps you oould ask Mr. Symons 
to arrange for you to meet with Mr. Clyne. 

I bellava that Mr, Clyna will ba able to give you whatevar information 
you wish » but if 1 can ba of further aeolstance to you, please' writa 
again or oall in© at 279-9531, If you happen to be in Anohorage before 
school is out I you might like to visit the Title VI-G K^ojeot Offiaa or 
one of our Modified Friniary clasees* 

Sinoeraly* > 



Barb^a C. Smarts Ph* 
Title V1*G ftno j act Dlrao tor 

BCS/lJ ' , 

Enali ft?opooal i 

Emphaele - Prevantion 
Dean Artlale by Drs Smart 



y CC I Mx*. John Symons ' no 
Mrs- Denica Clyn« . ^ 

r-n " " Mr. "Ro«^€*r Clyne ; 



Title VI-G Office 
Spealal Eduoation 

Oanall Elementary School 
East 0th Avenue 

AnchDrage, Alaska 99S01 

March 1, 1974 



Mrs • Arlene Bovee 

Box 52 . - ' 

Kodiak, Alaska 99615 . 

Dear Arlene % ^ 

It was certainly a pleasis*e to talk with you on the phone last 
week and to learn that you are still interested in the Title VI-G 
Modified Primary Projeet* I have put together for you a bundle 
of baokground Infon^ation ineludlng the Alaska Learning Diaablliiies 
Ranking Sealer the curriQulum outline we are following j and aorao of 
the forms we have usedp 1 hope this material will be useful to you* 

Please call again or drop in to see us if you have further questions • 

Sincerely, 



Barbara C* Smarts Ph, D, 
Title VI-G Projeet Director 

BCS/lj 
Enol. 
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State of Alaska 
Commissionar of Education 
Juneau, Alaska 




Dear Sir; 



I racently read in the newsletter of the 
Association for Children with Learning Disabil 
ities that ^a new 'grant has bee awarded to 
Alaska under the Specific Learning Disabili= 
ties Act| Part G,^ Title VI, 



:^ As the mother of a child with a'leirning' 
disability, I am especially interested, and 
would like some information on what Alaska is 
doing or plans to do in this field, and with 
this special grant. 
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TiUe VIH3 Of f ice 
^)ecial Education 
Denali Elemmta^^ Sctool 

148 last 0th AvOTUe 
Tm^Q^agBf JUasJca 99501 

Fetoiary 13 ^ 1973 



ffrs, Carol Liirlscr^ ^ ' ' " 

P. 0* Bo»x 367 . - 

SOTard^ Maaka 99664 ^ 

DearMre. Idids^i 

Dr. Jtorshall Lind^ ComisBdon^ of Education, hae ask^ to to 
r^ly to your rec^t lett^ regMdii^ tiie iMrtiing disabilltlas 
projact vA\±dh. is fuM^l uttrier Title Vl-G of the EleTantMy ana 
SeGore3ary EduoaUm Act. 

The enclosed iraterials daaOTlbG Uiie ^joct in detail ai^ xmy 
provide you mth tlie iitfornmtion you desire* If you haVQ &irtlier 
sjiestions or wuld have an o^OTt^oity to visit thio prajeot, 
please do not hesitate to oontaat ra. 

Slncer^y^ 



. Barb«aC. aonart^ Ph*D* 
TLtlB VIH3 DirGCtOT 
Ptonei 279-9531 



EhQloOTre 

Bcsaj 
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FAIRBANKS. ALASKA 99701 




Janua^ 21^ 1971^ 



■ Dr# Barbara Sinart^ Diraotor 

=.™^..Earlyi Dste ............ . ,= . . 

Denali School 

II48 E* 9th Avenue 

Anahoragaj Alaska 99501 ' 

Dear Dr* Smarts 

El Deoeinberj I attended the Learning Disabilities workshop at the 
Helen Whalay Center and was talking with one of the diapiostlc worfcara 
in your program* We have been frustratea In our attampts in Fairteika 
to get ^ Early Intervention program off the ground, Perhaps we are 
not attaQking iti-ora the right Mgle* 

Could you sand me somi InfoiTiiatlon on your program - how it ie funded^ 
how much money ia involved, what children are eligiblaj testing 
proGedures, how long the program is to be^dedj etc* 

Any help you oan give us in this direction would be greatly appreoiated* 



/ Sincerely, 



Carol Brice 

Public Health Nurse 



CBicah 



EKLC 



42 



Title yi-6 Office 

Special Sducaticm 
Denali iaei3«ntairy .^hool 

Anehopasa, Alaska S9i01 
tfantary aiV 1971* 



Carol Erlea 

Public nealt h Nurse 

=:.^Ii*anks„Ilealth4Cant»-- - — - - - ^ ^ - 

800 Airport Vmy 

Fairbanks, Alaaka 93701 * 
D«ar Carol' 

be o^.^ T^y^'p^^'^'^y^^ «i25.000 to 

«rad«s H€r<, ^dde>< in lelfLfiK i children from the firot 

Dinebilities Rankin" Sle wWch Lt'l'' * ^^^^ "^^^^ 
the project as thn%^ I s developed as a part of 

tha RaadlRs Inventory Probe I and thTHM! I I^f-''^^^ 
ara ysed for ,p.eifS ^Lea. att"Ld1f«1^^ 

DapSt^Stlf'ldSitl^^^ ^''^ P'-P--!^ tha Alaska 

outslda of Anoh«S"" fSK 1^1^%^^"'"*^°" diatrlots 

yey my wish to contact l^foi-matlon regarding raplleation 

Hr. Miirk Byrgoyne 
Special Education Consultant 
Seotlon for E)«cfiption Chlldron 
Alaska Oopartment of Education 
Pouch r - Alaska Of flea Buiidlnff 
Juneau, Alaska 99001 
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Carol Brlca 

Publle Health Hurs@ 



Janua^ 31^ 197tt 



Your Interest In the Modified ft*lma^ rrojaet is appraolatad 
we can provide you with ftirthto inf orinatlcn , pleaoa eontaat 
again or visit ow off Ice vhenavw you ar*e in Anoho 



BaribaM C* Smart /Ph* d/ 
Tltla VImQ projaet Dlraoter* 

BCSAj 
&ncl« 

CCi Mr* Burgoyne 



D, W. Schult2, Superintendent 



g ., P-O. BOX 289 

^ ' PlTiRSBURQ, AUSKA 99833 



^^'" 'TO: Barbara Smart, Ph.D. 

Title VI^G Dlreetor 
, Danall Schoolv 

fj^t 148 East 9cH Av«iue 

. ; - Anehoraga, Alaska 99504 



Speaial Services Consultant " ' 

Petersburg Elemantary School 
: : BOK 289, 

Patersburg, Alaska 99833 

RE: title VI Projecti 

- Idantlficatlon & Diagnoais 

Dear Dr. Smart, 23 January 1974 

I would appreciate your forwarding information to ma cnncernln^ 
Che above Project, I am eonsidarlng a revision and strengthening of the 
identity/diagnosis aspect of our rGSourca room program, and your Project, 
from the small amount I've learned about it, may be a way of doing it. 

Please include, if possible ^ suggestions for Implementation and 
specific names of testing materials. Your consideration is gratafully 
acknowledged , 

Sincerely 



Steven Averv 
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A/f Ma// To A/isfefl 

ACCREDITED BY NORTHWEST ASSOCIATION OF SECONDARY AND HIGHER SCHOOLS 
O WIMlEfti AlASiCA SCHOOL BOARD ASSOCfATlON 



Title VI-(3 Of flee 
Sptclal Education 

DeDaii Elomtntary Sdhool 
lUS East 9th Avenu© 

Anchorag©, Alatka 99501 

January 30 , 1974 



Speelal Services Consultant ^ . 

Petersburg Elementary Sohool 
Box 289 

Patai*sbiirg, Alaska 99833 
Dear to* A^eryi 

In reply to yaur latter of Januaary 23, I am sanding you a copy 
of the narrative section of the propoial under f^hlch the Title 
Vl-Q Project In Anchorage is operating. The projeot is in its 
saeond year^ and there have been some roFielonSt but the baeia 
©bjectiv^^ei ape the same* 

As Indieatedi In the proposal , the model developed in Anahorage is 
essentially a self -contained olaaa between kindergarten and first 
grade rather than a reaourQe isodel* Since our target 'population 
eonsists of primly aged ehlldren who ha^e been identified as 
potentially learning disabled, the testing raaterlals used In the 
projeet are liitilted to those at the preschobl and primary le^el, 
A copy of the Alaska Learning Disabilitlee Ranking Scale ^ whloh 
* is being developed by a member of the project staff, and a list 
cif other instruTiients we have exar^^ned and/or ussd are attached. 
You fmy also wish to obtain a copy of the following publications 
fipoin Dissemination Office^ PKTEs The Center for the Study of 
Evaluation, University of Calif omia^ Los Angeles , California 
900241 . 

1* CSE-ECRC l^eschool/Kindergarten Test Evaluations , 
; Ralph Hoepfner, Carolyn Stern, and Susan G. Hummedal^ 
1971, price— $5*00 

2* CSE ElemGntary School Test Evaluations, Ralph Hoepfnerj 
1970, price * $5,00 

If^ after examining the enclosed materials^ you believe that we can 
be of further assistance to you, please contact me again or make 
aroangements to visit the project whenever you are In Anohorage. 

Sincerely, 

End m ' 

;CCr Mr. Bur,?oyna 46 Bfl^ara C. Smart, Ph. D. 



• Spa eial ; Edueation 
DeMli Eiamentary School 

me East 9th-Avanue 
Anchorage > Alaska 99501 

Deeembsf IS, 1973 



Mrs. Dorothea Salda^erg 
Project DIAL 

Korthwestarn University School of EduQation 
Bwnstori, Illinois 60201 



Dear Dorothea: 

Compared to your iiDpraaslva publication on ^ojeet DIAL, oi^ materials 
appear rough Indaad* H0Keyer» you might be intarested In examining 
thara^ keeping In mind that they are baingdevaloped in a sta whsra 
apaolal education is a relatively reoent endeavor* The Seotibn 
Exceptional Children In the Alaska Departmerit of Eduoation has only 
three people to cover an area large enough to cover approscimately 
one^fifth of the continental United States* Conaequehtly ^ many of 
the small, Kidely separated communitieB do not have people who are 
trained in educational and psychological evaluation/ The Alaska 
Learning Disabllltias Ranking Seale is essentially an attempt to 
systematlEe the regular clasmroom teacher's observation. TIiq other 
major components of our projeot reflect an effort to enable good 
primary teachers, with a minimum amount of supervision, guidance, 
and specialised training, to provide for the educational needs of 
young children. ^ 

During our telephone conversatlon^you asked specif icially how the 
items on the ALDERS were Incliided or e^celuded. The selection process 
included the following: 



1. Many samples of tests and other screening devices were 
studied^ and Items on the ALDERS were patterned after 
other items which seeraed to be related to the curriculum 
planned for our project and the characteristics of learning 
disabled children. 

2. Many kindergarten and first grade teachers described 
children who, in their opinion, would experience 
difficulty in first grade. 
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Decembar 18 » 1973 




3. Mr, Roger Clyne/ the SpeciaUst In Psydiologlcal ■ ' ^ 
Evaluations assigned to the project drew upon his 
oTOaKperlenca in writing tha items. 

H» QDs Donald Hammill sh»ed the eMperimental veraion 

of the^Goodroan-Hammill Scale with^'^the Project" Staff " " " 
during a tftdinloal assistance visit provided by the 
LeaderihipTralning Inotitute in TuQ 

S, Teachers who used -the ALDERS last spring were asked 

to complete a questionnaire for evaluating the screening 
process. Their r«GOnmendatlons have not yet baeri in- 
eoiporated into the ALDERS. 



Since the first step in our screening process occurs when the child's 
.teacher concludes that the irfilld either is or is not experiencing 
difficulty, a laiL^go percentage of the kindergarten popiaation is 
immediately eliminated. : Theref ore p the usual^^^^^^ In- 
appropriate. Kowever, we are boglnrjlng to collect evidence with 
regard to the percentage score or band of scores obtained on the 
ALDERS by; the children in' the project* These scores will be compared 
with test results obtained by the same ; children on oth#r instruments 
such as the Metropolitan Readiness T^^ Ei^ly 
Identification Scale. 

1 certainly enjoyed meeting you on the phone this moving. If you 
would like any other information regarding th^ Project 
in Anchorage, please get in touch with me ^^^^^ 



Sincerely J 



Barbara; Cv Smart, Ph. D. 
Title Vl-G Project Director 



BCS/lj 



Enclosures 



=1 
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EKLC 



^REMSEN AVENUE ' - ^ . ^ WAPPlNGE^rFAuV'^NEVV YORK 1 ?596" ° ^ ' ' ^ ^ ' J^^^^i'V ' ou^;,.^^^^ /..^^S^ 



1'^/?^ OR, ROBERT W. YOUNG 

K?, SUPERINTENDENT 



RICHARD E. JACOBSON 



LAWRENCE A. GILMOUR , 

AlSiSTANT SUPCHINIENDENT 
PiRSQNNEl 



PHONF: (914) Q97-5741 



BRUCf A. RIYNOLDS 
ASSISTANT SyPlRINTINDENT 
FINANCE 



April 3,^ 1974 



Dr. Barbnrii Srn^rt 
DenAll School 

AnchorageV AK 59501' ' — 

Daar Dr. Srn^rt: 

riny I r^quDpit inf ormatior* regarding your Fcdoraliy 
Xunde_d_Z3^tlaj;i:^^^^ which Is fivallablG at this timo? 

Should thnrG be a cost Involved, kindly let me know* 
Thfink you* 

Sincerely, 



■7 c/ 



Irma If, Urunmnyerj*'? ' 
Elementary, JjepartrnGnt Head 



. BRUNMAYIR JtlMlNTARy IDUCATION SPECiALIIT MICHAEL POMBRIO fUMINTARy IDUCATION SPtClAliSt 

HEAD ilEMENTARY' SCHOOL ENTRY ROAD HOPEWELL JUNCTION. N. Y. 12S33 PHONI: (914) 72b dU\ 

^RD J. STAPLETPN DIRECTOR OF UfMlNtARY f DUCATION 



PINGCRS FALLS JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL REMSEN AVENUi WAPPINGERS FALLS. N. Y» 12590 PHONE: (fU) 297^0008 : 

• ■ ■...49.:,:,.:;: ■ . . ^ :r/v::1 



Title Vlid Of fide' 
Spaolal Edueatlon 

Den^l Elomentaiy School 
ms East 9th Avtnue 

toohoragev Aiaika 99501 

April 29p 1974 



Happingara Central Schooi Diatrlot 
\. Remsen AvenuG 
Happingers Falls, Hew York 12S90 

Dear Ma* DruMayars 

In reply to your requMt of April 3, 1974* I have enaloaed for you a 

copy of Qur proposal and a oopy of the Alaska Learning Disabilities 

Ranking Scale along with several other/ articles deacribing our pro- 

5^^t. If I oan be of any further assistance to youj please do not 

hesitate to contact ma* 

Sincerely I 



Barbara C, Smarts Ph. D* 
Title VI-G Project Director 

BCS/lj ; 




^Ms* "Irma H, Brunmayer ^ 
EleiTienta^y Department Head 



Enclosures 



April 8. 1974 



■p. 



Dr. Barbara Smart 

Title VI-G Director . . = 

Denali School 

148 East 9th Avenue 

AnchorageV Alaska 99501 -^ 

Dear Dr, Smart: 

After reading "Anchorage Helps El ementary Students" in the April, 1974, 
issue of CHALK MARKS, we would like to receive further Information on 
your program 1,e,^ curriculum^ ranking scaleSs etc* 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 

Sincerely, • 



Florence Panattonl 
Assistant Superintendent 



' •'"'• ^ ■■-—Danall=-Elemeht^y- School 

- r l4o East 9th Avenue 

f AnchOTagei Alaska 99501 

; ' April 30, 197H 



Ms, Florence Panattoni 
; Assistant' Superintendent ' ' 

Northville Public Schools 
( 303 West Main Street 
y Northville, 

^ Dear Ms . Panattbni : 

VYpur In^ Tltls VI-G Modified Prlmry ^Qject In Anrf^ Is 

: aind^rely approaiated. Many ohangae in the details of the program have 
©ocOTred, particularly In the foOTat of the eoretning instrument^ Blneo 
the article was preparod for CHALK HARK^ However, the project is still 
based on the following two asswiptionst 

1* Early intervantion in the form of individual 
diagnestlo-prssOTiptlya progranmi^ 
effaetive in preventing learning dis^llitiae, 

2* Good primaury teachers can be successful with 
young potentially learning dita^^ 
; ; if thoy have adequate supervision and 

guidance from a speoialist in the fields 

Perhaps the enclosed material will provide the information you are aeekini 
If you have fi^ther questions, please contact me again, 

; Sincerely, 



Barbara C. Smart, Ph, D* 
Title VI-G Project Directoi 



BCS/lj 
Enclositf*e3 
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^ " " y:f ; ■ ~ - state: universitv c6ll,ege . ' 

* - , NEW PAUTE. NEW YORK IS50I 



^-.^c 

^M^PUS LEARNING CENTER 



May 17, 1974 



Mr. Robert S, Van Slyke 
Pupil Personnel Services 

Anchorage BorouRh School District 
6 70 V/est Fireweed Lane 
Anchorage, AK 99503 

Dear Mr. Van Slyke : . . ■ . 

I am writing ^a book about kindergarten screening 
and early idcsntifieation of educationally handiGapped 
children. I was advised that you have a modified - 
primary ^ pro j eat in your district * I would appreciate 
any available information about your program. 

Sincerely ^ 



'^Shirley feit lin , Ed . D 
Associate Prof esBor 7 
Director Child Study Center 



SZipt 
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Titl« VI-G Office 

148 East 9th Avenue 
Mshoroga, Ala^e 03501 

Juna 2^, 1974 



I)r7 Shlrloy^Eeltlin^ " ~ — _ 

Diraetor Child Study Cantap 

Stato Unlv^sity C©ll©jg« 

llw Palts^ lfew York 12561 ' 

Deap to* Eeltllnr 

YotJo* lottar of Hay 17 to Dr* tobftrt Vaa Slyke has bflan referred to 
i3# fop raply* As you vlll sote on paga H of the ^nelofiad MtrotlTo 
saetloD of the proposal uidox^ whioh tha Titl^ VI-Gp ESEA, Hoclif 
Primary Projact has operated for ths past tifO yearo, ona of our 
objaGtiveo was to astablieh ase^oemi^nt prooedw^s for the idonti-* 
float ion of young t potontislly Isorniag dlad^led ohildren* Is lin 
offort to siat thia objaative^ Mis Rog^r.Clynei rn^her of th^ 
Projoct. Staff , dayalopad- the Alaaka ta^alag Disab Ranking 
Seal€i, a eopy of ^whloh la attached^ Wa used this inotrunitmt on 
a large seals for tha first time when wo agreoned kisd^rgartaners 
in th@ spring of 1973 and tha fir^t graders in S^pt^mher, 

In tho Hodified PriKi^y Pi:^j8ets tha sorooainy process in also the 
referral proc^sst for the AL3RS Is oomplatad by the fciud^rgsrten 
or first grada teaobor ani oent to the Titl^ VI-^G Office %/hore the 
projoct staff loakas tho dwiaion on whather or not a ohild wiU 
hm included. V/hon a taachtr wlehes to^rofar a aM,id after ths 
sereaning has takon plaeo* tha teBohar notifies tlm prinaipalv ^ho 
provides tho Title VI-G Offics with th@ ehlld^o r^^uti and uhatevar 
other inforj-nation is aTOilal>lo* Tho teaahor lii th^n a-fkod to 
complete the AUDKSp if possible: aod a mainber of t ha project staff 
does an individual evaluation of the child* The infomiatlon 
obtoinad in this i^^inor beeoinao tha basis for the dadision to 
(1) place the child in a rtOdlfied primary claoa, (2) laava hitz in 
tha regular program » or (3) refer him for a psychological avaluatisn 
px'^ior to a opooial ciducation placomant. 



te^. Shirley Zeltlln 
Direetor Child Study Center 



June 24^ 197U 



The Title VI-G Frojeet In Anohorage is completing its seoond year; 
so many of the details in the original proposal no longer apply* 
For example j ieven modified primary classes were operated in Anchorage 
dwing 1973-74 rather than the four specified. Foiipteen classes 
serving twenty-eight echools are anticipated for 197H-75. 

your interest in the Modified , Primary Project is 'appreciated* If you 
require fiirther information for your book which you believe that I 
can supply 5 please do not hesitata to contact me. 

Sincerely > 



B^bara G, Smart, Ph. D. 
Title VI^G Project Director 

BCS/lj 
Encl. 

CCi Dr* Vm Slyke 
Mr, Clyne 



MefropolHon Coopergfiva Educatfongl Service Agency Fi 

^'"^^^''9^ N.E. ^ AtlantB, Gsorgm 30324 = Telephone: (404) 266.2342' 



January?, 1974 



S'-:,^^*]?*''^ ^' Project Monitor 

Title VI-G Office 

Denali Elementary School 

148 East 9th Avenue 

Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Dear Dr. Smart: 



Thank you very much for your cooperation and hope to hear from 



you soon. 



Sincerelyp 



Jack Hinzman 
Project Director 

JH'bjb 



-"^^grfi®^ Model for thejndividu^lized Services 
to Children with Learning Problims^" 



u;:::;M,f;'et^.;v ^^-n'r.n huu.,.^ 



JJr, AlfiiMo A. Oini muruM-niiMnirMi* 



Title VI-G Of flea 
Special Education 

Danali Elementmiy ^hool 
me East 9th Avenu© • 

Anchopagep Alaska 99501 

Harah 1, 197U 



Mr* Jack Hlnztnaa 
ft*ojact Direetop 

Hutrspolitan Cooperative Eduaation Sewice Agency 
771 Lindborgh Drlve^ N.E* 
Atlanta^ Georgia 30324 - . 

Dear Mr^ Hin^an: 

Your Interest in the Hodlfled Primary Project in Anchorage is sincerely 
appreciated. As you will note on page ^ of the enclosed narrative eection 
of the proposal under which the project is operated, one of our objectives 
is to establish aseessment procedures far the identification of young, 
potentially learning disabled children. In an effort to ineet this objective 
Mr. Roger Clyne^ a member of the Project Staff , developad the Alaska 
Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale ^ a copy of which Is attaohed* We used 
this instrument on a large scale for the first time when we screened the 
kindergarteners last spring and the first graders In SepteTrfber. At this 
times statistics are not available , but our experience so far indicates that 
a percentage score of about 30% or above on the Individual Checklist in the 
ALDRS identifies tnoot of the children who would be appropriately placed In 
a inqdif led, primary class prior to first grade • In some instances, children 
who were identified in one attendance area in Anchorage and who later move 
were identified again in the area to which they moved, thus providing some 
evidence of the reliability of the instrument* 

In the Modified Primary Project, the screening process is also the referral 
process; for the ALDRS is completed by the kindergarten or first grade 
teachor and sent to the Title VI-G Office where the project staff makes the 
decision on whether or not a child will be included. When a teacher wishes 
to refer a child aftor the screening has taken place, the teacher notifies 
the principal^ who provides the Title Vl-G Office with the child *s name 
and whatever other information la available. The teacher ia then asked to 
complete tha ALDRS, if possible; and a member of the project staff does an 
individual evaluation of the child. The information obtained in this manner 

becomes the basis for the decision to (l) place the child In a modified 
primly class, (2) leave him In the regular program, or (3) refer him for a 
peychological evaluation prior to a special education plaQement. 
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Mr, Jack Hinzman 
ft^ojeet Dlreotar 



March 1, li?^ 



u. again. assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact 

Slneerely, 



Barbara C. Smart, Ph. D. 
Title VI-Q ft.ojeat Director 

BCS/lj 
Encl. 
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ABSTRiyCT OF THT, W^mX^M mCIim OF TIE 
ITOM V1~G, mSi, WmFOSMj FOR A 

t-^wmi pmfm pwmrni for 

m^mm BOMTCH SCHO^ DIOTRICT 
tterch 20, 1973 

Unaer S<>ction G, Title VI, of tlie ^aoTOntary and SeeondMy EducatLon 
_^t, the i^horage Borough Scl^l DiRteict seeks to eot^lish a iradel 
for v^Drking v;itii children in tiie priirary gr^es v;to have potential 
Isamlj^ disabllitioB . 

Tne tmm OTnhasi^ in the project is on prevention tlirough early 
identification ancl n'jvlividualiz^l educay.6nal prescriptions. Children 
identified tlirough a HCreenLng wocess will go from IcindergartGn to a 
mDdified prinary class organized, as a Dart of tiie regular school progrmn 
but partially funded ander special education. In tlie modified priin^y 
class, childron \dll be provided witii a curriculim planned to develop 
the skills which Jtiiviergarten md first grade tGachers designate as 
pr^equisites to successful Dorticiimtion in first grade, Witiiin thm 
general cmxiculum, an ii^ividual educational prescriotion tosed on a 
titorough diagnosis will be devaloped for each child* 
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The rooaific objectives set forth in the r^oposal are^ 

1*, Establish asses^^nt proc^ures vdier^y chil^en with potential 

Xmmuig fSisahilities can be idoitif i©J m the regular school 

program at an e^ly age* 
3. ^ovide instruction to selec^^. kind^garten and first grade 

teachM's in adrninistering, scoring, ai^l intej^retuig selected 

assessLrent insttOTents. 

3. EotaJDlish and ornate during ttie secoM sffnaster of 1972-*73 

a pilot nodlfied.prirary class coTOosed of fifteen children ^ 
enrolled in Uie first grade during the first s®tester of 1972^73, 

4. Scrrai? apT^oxtaately SOO JdMerg^ten chiidren for the ptttpose 
of assign Jiig sixty chiltoen who ^chiblt evidejice of potential 
learnii^ diM.bilities to four rncdif ied priirary classes during the 
1973-74 school year, 

5. Develop an outline of areas to be included in Uie curriculum to 

be 7:)rovided' in the TiUe VI-G rroflif led nrircBry classes and directad 
tot^ard overcoTnlng t±ie specific learning disabilities identified 
- dicing the screening and evaluation process^ 

6* Provide in-^s^cvic^ teaining for five regular prtaiary toachors who 
v;ill be assigncyl to modifl^ prijnary classes* 

7. Operate four modified ra*imary classes v/itiiin the AnchoragG Borough 
EohTOl District in v;hich the cwriculma outline develop^' uiider 
Objective #5 vdll be follov;frl and in which individually prGScribed 
.^ucational OTOgramn will Jje provided within the areas of the 
c^riculum outline. 
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■ r""^ ^'^"^^'^ ™- ... 

lo«t,., chiWra, With pom 1^ «,^,iutie, ,t u,, 

o. ,,3, 

,wararv classes d'SQJoiwi 4-^ 

sfTMifie learmjig disabilities,, 
... ^ traxmng resource for 

ch.W^^ x^th op^ifie disabilities. 
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EHPKASISi PREVENTION 



Title VI-G 
Modified Primary Ppogram 
(Revised May 8, 1974) 

Whmt is Title VI-G? 

Undar Seetlan G, Chiltoen with Specific Learning Disabilities ^ Title VI of the 
Elamantary and Seoondai^y Education hot^ each state is eligible to apply for a 
g^*ant totaling Sias^OOO over a two*-year period. One purpose of these grants la 
to^establish and Qperate model centers for the improvement of eduGatlon of 
children with specific learning disabilities. These centers will (1) provide 
tasting and educational evaluation to Identify children with leaning disabilities^ 
(2) develop and conduct model programs designed to mee^ the special educational 
needs of such children ^ (3) assist appropriate educational agencies, organisations , 
and institutions In making such model programs available to other children with 
learning disabilities, and (4) disseminate new methods or techniques for overcoming 
laat*nlng disabilities to educational institutions ^ organisations, and agencies 
within the area served by the center, 

Mm Anchorage Borough School District was selected as the agency in Alaska to 
.cooperate with the State Department of Education 4n" developing a model demonstration 
program for serving children with learning disabilities and replicating the project 
throughout the state. 

Hhat are the main features of the Title VI-G project In Anchorage? 

The main emphasis in the project will be on preventing learning disabilities through 
early identification and individualized educational prescriptions. Children iden- 
tified through a screening process will go from kindergarten to a modified primary 
class organised as a part of the regular school program but partially funded under 
special education. In the modified primary class , children will be provided with 
a curriculum planned to develop the skills which kindergarten and first grade • 
teachers designate as prerequisites to successful participation in first grade* 
Within the general curriculum^ an individual educational prescription based on a 
thorough diagnosis will be developed for each child* 

v Who is involved In the project? 

Area C in the Anchorage Borough School District was originally designated as the 
-.target area. The fourteen schools within Area C were paired* A pilot class of 
thirteen children of first grade ape was operated in Wonder Park School dialing the 
^second semester of 1972-73, During 1973»74, approHlmately 115 children have been 
served in five modified primary classes in Area C and two classes outside of Area C 
which were selected to replicate the model. It is anticipated that during 197i*-75, 
up to ^210 children will receive the benefit of this program in fourteen classes" 
covering twenty-eight attendance areas. 

Where can more information be obtained? 

The Title VI-G Office is located in Denall School - IkB East 9th Avenue, Anchorage, 
Alaska 99501. Menders of the project staff will gladly supply further information 
upon request. A copy of the complete proposal can be obtained by calling 279*9531. 



y>W.PennsyIvi.nlaAvenueyUrbana, Illinois 61801/21^^ 

an^ Kari. Phft Dimclw/ lartam ft 0T4el. Aaslslani Direciof 



'G/ECE 



August IS, 1973 



Dr. Barbara C, Smart 

Title VI-G Project Director 

Denali School 

148 East 9th Avenue 

Anchorage^ Alaska 99501 



Dear Dr* Smarts 



Re: Title VUG ESEA, Proposal For a Modified Primary Program for Children iVi 
Learning Disabilities. (Abstract and Narative Sections) ''^ 

An Abstract of your document has appeared in the August 1973 



issue of Ras^arch in Education . The document number assigned to it is 
E D 075 100 ^ 

Enclosed is a reproduction of the page on which the abstract of your 
papM appaared. 

Thank you for making your work available to us. 
Sincerely. 

V Anne Stakelon 

Acquisitions Specialist 



I^Educatlon/University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign 

ERiC ®^ 



I jcaUonal Resources Information Cerrttr/Early Childhood Education 
p W, Pennsylvania Avenut/Urbana, /llinois 61801/217.333-1386 

I a Kali* RUa, Dbwetor/ Bat ban B. Omi Assistart Wictof 



August 15, 1973 



Dr, Barbara C. Smart 

Title VI-G Pro j Oct Director 

Denali School 

148 East 9th Avenue 

Anchorage^ AK 99501 



Dear Dr, Smart: 

Re Emphasis: Identification by Roger Clyne and Emphasis: Prescription by 
Jeanne Gaynor and Emphasis: Prevention by Barbara C. Smart ~ 

An Abstract of youi document has appeared in the Augu st 3 973 

lisua of Rasearch in Education > The document number assigned to it is 

,E P 075 lOlj 075 102; 07S 10 3, 

Enclosed Is a reproduction of the page on which the abstract of your 
paper appeared* 



Thank you for making your work available to us. 




Anne Stakelon 
Acquisitions Specialist 



3© of Educatton/University of Illinois at Urbana-Champalgn 
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ABSTRACT 

A program designed to reduce educational failures by 
setting up four model classrooms of pupils with potential learning 
problems is discussed. Each child will be actively involved in an 
enjoyable way using manipulative materials to develop concepts of 
thinking. The basic assumption of the classrooms is that the best way 
to attack a learning problem is to give massive successful experience 

r;th immediate positive reinforcement. The initial emphasis will be 
i mcdifying classroom. behavior , Parents will be an essential part of 
the program, and the curriculum will be fleKible* The three basic 
curriculum areas will bei adaptive school behavior, sensory^-motor 
integration, and academics.^ 
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FACT 



A project emphasizing prevention of learning 
disabilities 'through early Identification and individualized 
educational prescriptions^ was conducted* Children identified through 
a screening process will go from kindergarten to a modified primary 
class* Here, they will be provided with a curriculum designed to 
develop the skills ne .ided for successful participation in first 
grade. Specific objectives of this project include: (1) Establish 
assessment procedures; (2) Provide instruction to selected 

ndergarten and first grade teachers in administering^ scoring^ and 
.iterpreting selected assessment instruments; (3) Screen 600 
kindergarteners; (4) Provide in-service training for five regular 
primary teachers; and (5) operate four modified primary classes 
within the Anchorage Borough School District, The model developed in 
Anchorage will serve as a training resource for univereity students 
and for teachers throughout Alaska, (Author/CK) 
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ABSTRACT 

A potential program for dealing with the 
identification of kindergarteners with potential learning 
disabilities is discussed, Tha.sub ject is dealt with on the level of 
prediction* It is pointed out that as children learn in different 
ways^ different methods of educating them must be devised. Early 
.identification of disabilities lessens the chances of the failure 

syndrome, A ranking scale is being developed to allow each 
^<ndergarten and/or first grade teacher to rate her class in various 
l^^^eas. One data*gathering device is the Boehm Test of Basic ConceptSi 
/Certain high-^risk students will be selected for a modified 
educational program. This program may be replicated later, (CK) 
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March 21^ 197k 

Dr. Barbara Smart 
Title VI -G Director 
Denali School 
1^8 East 9th Avenue 

Anchorage^ AK 99501 j 
Dear Dr* Smart 1 _ 

Enclosed Is^.a complimentary copy of the April iisue of CJiAIiK M/mKSi- 
The material you aent me on your Title VI project can be found in 
"Anchorage Helpi Elementary Students"^ page 7. 

If at any time in the future you have material you believe might 
interest our readers^ please^ feel free to forward it/to me. I^ll 
be more than happy to consider it for publication. 

TharOt you once again. Have a nice day, ' 

Sincerely^ 



Cmm MARKS 




Sheila Koncgewski 
Editor 
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' In the past* many primafy 

HlJr^ children have netdlessly tx- 
^g;:per1enced;iducational failures 
l^jyrbscause thilr individual needs 
^jip were not identified and con- 
fppjr- sidered in educational pro- 
fe^ :: g ra™i n g . The Fe de r a n y 
gS;. funded Tttle VI-Q project in 
^fe; Anchorage 1 Alaska^ is design- 
ISr^td to reduce these education- 
al failures with its four 
model classrooms for 60 chil- 
dren who have been identified 
as potential learning prob- - 
lems at the kindergarten-first 
grade level. These classrooms 
operate under one basic as- 
sumption--that the most ef- 
fective way to attack any 
learning problem Is to give 
massive successful experiences 
with Immediate positive re- 
inforcement. 

The program's main em- 
phasis Is on preventing 
learning disabilities through 
early identification and in- 
dividual educational pre- 
scriptions. Kindergarten 
chlTdren who are potentially 
learning disabled can be 
recognized before they have 
been faced with meetlng'aca- 
demic expectations In first 
grade i which are Inappropriate 
for them because of their 
specific learning patterns 
and level of development. 

A ranking scale allows 
each kindergarten and/or 
first grade teacher to rate 
her class In the areas of 
perceptual difficulties, motor 
development problems, atten- 
tion and concentration dis- 
orders, poor concepts of 
laterality and directionality, 
deviant activity levels^ feel- 
ings of failure and misbehavior, 
greater jntra-lndl vidual 



variability and the need for ' 
instruction in small incre- 
ments. In' an effort to 
achieve both accuracy and 
brevity, each teacher identi* 
fies, in rank order, each 
child in her class who ex- 
Jilbiti certain characteristics. 
After the teacher identifies 
the high risk students, ad- 

' ditional information is gath- 
erid to assist in the select- 
Ion of students for the 
modified primary program. This 
Includes parental Involvement 
in securing developmental, 
family and social data which 
have been found to Influence 
school functioning. The 

'teacher is requested to pro- 
vide additional information 
on the child as is necessary* 

CHILDREN IDENTIFIIO 
THROUGH this screening process 
go from kindergarten to a modi- 
fied primary class organized 
as a part of the regular 
school program rather than 
special education. There they 
are provided with a curriculum 
planned to develop the skills 
which kindergarten and first 
grade teachers designate as 
prerequisites to successful 
participation in first grade* 
Within the general curriculum, 
an individual educational pre- 
scription based on a thorough 
diagnosis will be developed 
for each child's particular 
weaknesses and strengths, 
learning styles and needs, 

A continuum of placement 
alternatives are available in 
the fall for children who 
have been identified through 
the screening process the 
previous spring. A child may 
go directly to a regular 



first grade because matura- 
tion, special tutoring or 
some other factor has ai-- 
Teviated the potential learn- 
ing disability during the 
suniner. Children may be 
placed In a modified pri- 
mary class for part of a 
year and then transferred 
to a regular first grade 
in which they may be able 
to succeed. After spend- 
ing an entire year in a 
modified primary clasSs a child 
may move into a regular^second 
grade or a regular first grade; 
or, in rare Instances, he may 
be reassigned to a modified 
prlrriary class for a part of the 
succeeding year. If, during 
the time spent in a modified 
primary class, . it becomes ap- 
parent that a child's learning 
disabilities are severe enough 
to warrant a special education 
placement, the diagnostic 
services provided during the 
year in the modified primary 
class will aid in locating the 
most suitable future placement 
for the child. 

The funding of this pro- 
ject under Title VI-6 of the 
Education of the Handicapped 
Act for the two year period 
from 1972-ig74 allowed develop- 
ment of this program in Anchor- 
age* Later the program, In its 
entirety or various components, 
will be repUcated in other 
interested districts within 
the state, 

CONTACT: 

Or, Barbara Smart 
Title VI -G Director 
Denali School 
148 East 9th Avenue 
Anchoraqe, AK 99501 



; Many people often forget that their own states have established Ecology Resource Agencies. 
Their titles and areas of responsibility vary from state to state as does their offecti venoss. Never- 
theless, state agencies produce printed materials which are geared to the state environment and can be 
useful to the discriminating teacher. Also, state agencies are willing to offer technical assistance 
and guest speakers^ to teachers who request them. In short, it is worth your time to detenriine what * 
these groups have to offer. 

The following are examples of titles your Resource Agencies may use: 

Department of Agriculture 

Fish and Game Commission 

Water Pollution Control Commission 

Department of Conservation 

Department of Natural RGSOurces 

Oepartmont- of Outdoor Recreation and Parks 

Departii^nt of Health 

State Soil and Water Conservation Board 
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{^•AllTMKiXT OF HEALTH ANH WKLgfAIIK 



WILLIAM A. ECAH, GOViRHOR 



DimiON Of PUBLIC HEALTH / SOUJH mm miQHAL OFFICE 
ROOM 222 ^ MACKA Y BUILDING 
m DEHALI SmET ^ AHCHORAQE 99501 



Matanuska Valley Health Center 

P*0, Box 738 

Palmer, Alaska 99645 



February 22, 1974 



Dr* Barbara Smart 
Denali School 
148 9th Avenue 
Anchorage, Alaska 

Dear Dr, Smart: 

I want to express my thanks to you for partiGlpating in thG In-servlco 
Education Seminar on Monday, It was a really good session I 

Also, tho information and the list of names you gave me oarllar are 
producing good results. Looks like we will have something by May 
in terms of a pilot local program* 




Public Health Nurse 



DJRimz 



ERIC 
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PRE-SCHOOL ROUNDUP 
SCHEDULED MAY 8, 9 



A pra^sihool roundup to pre- 
diagnose physical dlfflcultJ^ in 
loQo] children four to six years 
and regisler Incoming tot grad- 
erj at the same time, will bo 
held in Palmer next week, May 
0 end 10, 

The roundup will run from 
9:30 a.m. until 3 p.m. both 
Tnunday and Friday at the 
Palmer LDS Church. It is 
sored by the Malnnuska Valley 
• Health Council and Palmer 
schools. 

TTie s?rocnlng process ha^ 
been expanded thjj year. Darl^ 
ene Reed, Palnier Public Health 
Kurse^ said. 

The roundup iz an. important 
one, she emphasized to par- 
ents. In the past, screening has 
pi::ked up dIfflcuUles of various 
typftj. Bud\ as In hearing and 
vision. 

; * When the deficiencies are d1s^, 
covered early, Ihov can bo com- 
plotely corrected in lime for the 
younpter to start scho&l with 
nothing holding him back. Mrs. 
Reed pointed out: ' ' ' 

Previously, only the health 
choek-ups were a part of the 
roundups, but the registrations 
.were added this year. 

In the more cojnprehen.vive 
screening Wnmp this time, Mm 
Heed said, the usual vision 



cheek and iieight and weight 
recording will be Joined by pos- 
ture^CTeening, done by an Elks 
^odge physical thera^st. 

Also, there will be hearing 
t^ts done by the Anclraraee 
Public Health office audioloelft 
dental checks done in coopera- 
tJon with Drs. CaHison and Mc. 
Cavit, and speech evaluation 
With the Matanuska ^ Susitna 
borough schools speech thera^ 

Immunization records will also 
'be reviiwed, and needed shotj 
given, ^ ? 

Incoming first graders would 
oe given the full range of tests 
Mrs, teed said, while the Jbur- 
year^olds attending probably 
■would receive only some of the 
screening. 

School nursas will help with 
the program, and outside volun« 
tsrs would be appj'eciated. Any- 
one who would be willing to help 
with measuring, vision tests, 
recording data and looking up 
records is asked to call the 
Palmer Health .Center 
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- AlASKA AWIMUAL STATE TEACHEKS' COWHEItENCE 



Produced for 




: EDUCATIONAL FAIR SPEaM? 




:V ' - '\As a special feitarot^^^^^ now 
operating or being developed^ In selected Anchorage puMipFechoole have Informally' 
cooperated to presenlyitd^itHe Confereneei 



Selected Public Schools in Anchorigd 



• --ALTERNATIVE .. EVENING ■ HIGH . SCHOOL • 
•. i CAREER EDUCATION ^ >v • ^ - 

• vCHUGACH ■.OPTIONAL ELEMENTARY . PROGRAM 



COMMITTEE FOB, ALTERNATIVE . SECONDARY, ' EDUCATION (CASE) 
• ^ COMMUNITY-^SCHOOL' icONCEPT ^ . ^ ; \" ^ ' ' - " - ; 



-f e . MODIFIED PRIMARY PTOGRAM TOR CmLDREN WITH SPECIFIC- 
' ."^LEARNtNG:' DISABILITIES r; /y-.u::'-:::' ' 



•1 OUTWARD BOUND 



phase: ELECTEES IN ENGLISH, /SOCIAL STUDIES AND 
■PHYSICAL -EDUCATION _ ' ^v- ■ v.^ ;= / : ' / 

■THE ; QUINTER PLAN 7(YEAR-RQUND / SCHOOLS) / - . 

:TIWNSCENDENTAL r^EDITATION (not'schoo 

, Contact coordinator of this cooperative preBontatlon! 



Mr. Cai'l Pohjola ■ 
1720 E. . 24th Avenuo ■ ■ ' ' 
A nchoraga , * . A laska • •. 9 9 50 3 
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£p^(^n^ (^^^ :^pN$ORED B Ainnkn State Donnnmnni ftf^^ wilft NofthweM MeylQimf.lTiJijGnUfpni Lm* 



itjtjfntnfv; 



APPENDIX B 

EvldenGe of Progress Made^by 
Children In Modified PriTnary Classes 
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The 



Psychological CoRPDR 



RATION 



EASr .JSr.. arREET 
NEW YORK. N V ,0017 



Octoher ;q73 



Mr. Roger Clyne 
Psychologist 

Title V/=G - Special " 

u " Avenue 

Anchorage, Alaska 



99501 



Dear Mr. Clym 



l-"" opporto'ftL, S''?- " ^^^chers LXi^^". '""'^"•"o' chUd c, a IrcT' , 

■ • • ' I you have further 



C'Ordiai ly yours 



nc I . 



£ Ether R. Ho) 
Wanager 
Mvisory Servi 
Test Div/fjion 



's, Ph.D. 
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^ctatod j;y Dr. Holl 
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»?S5«F0W A bR B 
BEGINNING OF YEAR 



Tabia 9. Percanfil. Jqulvalents of R«w Scores, by Grade and Sodoe«nomle Level- 
(N^9737 Chifdren Tested of Beginning of Sehool Year) 



^Percentile 



99 
97 
95 
11 90 
85 
80 

75 
70 
65 
60 

55 

50 

45 
40 
35 
3D 
25 

20 
15 
10 
5 
3 
, 1 

N 

Mean 
SD 



Kindergarten 

Uw MWdle High 



48^50 
47 

46 
45 
44 
43 

42 
41 

40 

39 
38 ' 



Grade 1 



Grade 2 



45^50 
42-44 
39-41 
36-38 
34^35 
33 

31-32 

30 

29 
27-28 

^ 26 



low MWdls High 



47-50 

45-46 
43-44 
41-42 

40 

39 

38 
37 
36 
35 
34 



49-50 
47-48 
45-46 

44 
42-43 

41 

40 

39 
38 
37 
36 



SBcieaEsnomie Levtl: 
low Middls High 



Pereantlle 



25 32-33 37 



24 

23 
21-22 

20 
18-19 

17 
15-16 
13-14 
10-12 

7-9 
0-6 

1921 

25.5 
8.9 



31 

30 
29 
27-28 
26 

24-25 
22-23 
19-21 
15-18 
10-14 
0-9. 

912 
31.8 
8.6 



36 
34-35 

33 

32 
30-31 

29 
27-28 
24-26 
19-23 
16-18 
0-15 

684 
35.8 
7.9 



35 

. 34 
32-33 

31 

30 
28-29 

26-27 
24-25 
20-23 
15-19 
11-14 
0-10 

2303 
33.8 
8.9 



50 
49 
48 

47 
46 

45 
44 

— 45 

43 __ 



50 

49 

48 

47 
46 



50 
49 
48 
47 

46 

45 

44 
43 



50 



50 



49 49 



48 — 

— 48 



42 
41 

40 
39 

38 
36-37 
34-35 
30-33 
27-29 
0-26 

1313 
42.0 
5.4 



44 

43 
42 
41 

40 

39 
37-38 
33-36 
28-32 
0-27 

1043 
43.7 
4.9 



4-2 _ 

— 47 — 

— ' 47 

46 ~ 

— 46 



41 

40 
39 
37-38 

36 

35 
33-34 
28-32 
21-27 
0-20 

824 
41.2 
6.3 



• Da la derived 
nlcd hcru may 



45 
44 
43 
41-42 

37-40 
0-36 

' 381 
46.9 
2.9 



45 

44 
42-43 
40-41 

0-39 

356 
47.3 
2.7 



99 
97 

9S 
90 
85 
80 

7S 
70 
65 
60 

55 

50 

45 
40 
35 
30 
25 

20 
15 
10 

5 
3 
1 

N 

Mean 
ID 



us^llorbJih F^^f ^"iSl - A and B wore (bund to bo .ho norms pre- 



ssults of testing with both form!! arc explored in the 
ucrprotation section of this Manual. 

As an aid in interpreting local test results the per- 
mt-passmg figuros for a particular classroom (or group 
. classroomsj may be compared with percentages given 
the appropriate one of the four Tables, 5 throuih 8 
he percentage of students in a classrooni group who 
iss a given item on one of the forms may be compared 
ith the percentage of students in the standardization 
mpic who passed the same item, at the same nrade 
iciocconomic level, and time of administrntion. 

Also of interest are the percentile equivalents of 
fJJC total raw scores, presented in Tables 9 and 10 
r bcginnmg.of.ycar and midyear' testing re^ipcctivcly' 
)csc data arc based on (he same grBups on which the" 
r^ccnt-passmg figures for individual items on Form A 
rnblcs 5 and 6) were computed. Since tola! scores on 
>rms A and Ij wore found (o be equivalent, the norms 
pscntcd in Tables 9 and 10 may be employed for total 
□res obtained on cltlier Form A or Form H. 

The procedure for ob(ainiiig n child'.s percentile is to 



choose (he norm table for (he time of testing, locate the 
chHd s raw score in the appropriate column for grade 
and socioeconomic level, and rend the percentile cquiv- 
alent at the far right or left of the tabic. Each percentile 
point given in the tables represents a band of which the 
indicated percentile is appro.'simately the midpoint. Thus 
using the boginnmg-of.year norms, a child in kindcr- 
Snrlon at a middlc-socioeconomic-Ievel school who 
obtains a raw score of 30 on the BTBC has a percentile 
nmk of 40. rhis represents n band from 38 to 42 and 
indicates thai his score surpa.sscs at least 37 per cent of 
his group, and is surpassed by at least 58 per cent." 

Means and standard deviations based on the scores 
obtained by the Form A standardization samph; arc 
shown benealh the percentiles. A comparison of Tables " 
^jndJO reveals that the middle- and high-sociocco- 

J'Tlic purccnliie dcsiijn.nlions .ire llio mklpoinl.R of bund^ which 
nre f,vo peme.iiilu unil. wide. Th= diller sumowhni hu 

L' l n' ■ ' n«recnillo nnly, Nimllnrly. ilie Qith 

pertenulc incliidus 9.1 ihruuyh PO; 91 includLs 97 and 08- 9U .i.inds 
for pnly ihe mh pcrccnule. ' 



26 . 

^ Boalim no^hm Test of Basic Concopta Manual . New York 



The Psychological 



Modified Primary Program - 1973-74 School Year - r^equency Distribution for 
diffarences between raw scores on pre-test given in Octobers, 1973 5 and raw 
scores on post-test given in May, 1974 (Boehm Test of Basic Concepts - Form A and 
Form B); . • 

■ Difference Number of Children 

19 1 
18 
17 

- 16 . ■ ■ 

15 . . • 

14 

13 



12 3 

11 2 

10 3 

9 4 

8 7 

7 ^ 

6 7 

5 10 

4 (madian gain) 14 

3 12 

2 9 

I , , - . . -6 . 

0 3 

Negative 6 
TOTAL : SI 
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Modif lad Primary Prograjn - 1973-74 School Ye^ - Prequenay Distribution for 
.scorai on the Boehm Test of BasiG Concepts, Form A, given as a pre-test in 
Octobers 1973^ and Form B, given as a post-test in May^ 1974, eompared with 
percei!it lies and raw scores obtained for a standardl^stion group. 



Standardization Group ft^oject Children 

Pereentiltg Raw Scores Raw Scores Raw Scores 

Grade One Pre-test Post-test 

Middle Socio- ^ (frequency (frequancy 

^ econQmic level distrlbu-£lon) distribution) 



Score 


50 


50 




2 


49 


49 




3 


48 


48 


2 


5 


ii ^ 


47 


2 


9; 


46 


46 




7 


US 


45 


2 


6 


44 


44 


6 


12 


43 


43 


6 


6 


42 


42 


8 


7 


41 


4X 


4 


6 
4 


40 


40 


■ 8 


39 


39 


9 (median) 


3 


38 


38 


4 


3 




37 


3 


3 


36-37 


36 


8 


4 




35 


e 


4 


34-35 


34 


6 


2 




33 


4 






32. 




1 




31 


3 


1 


30-33 


= 30 


2 






29 


1 






28 


1 


1 


27-29 


27 






0-26 


-26 


6 


2 




TOTAL: 


91 


91 



99 
97 
95 
85 
80 
70 
60 
50 
45 
40 
30 
25 
20 

15 

10 



3 
1 



(median) 
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Modified Primary Program - 1973-7^ School Year - Frequency distribution for levels 
attained by children in the imodified primary class at Willow Crest School on the 
Metropolitan Readiness Test given in September, 1973, and in May, 1974i 

Letter ^ting and Readiness Status Corresponding Frequancy Distribution for 

to Various Ranges of Total Score on Form A or Levels Attained by Children 

Form B of the Metropolitan Readiness Test" in the Modified Primary Class 

■ at Willow Crest School 



Score 


Letter 


Readiness 


Test Date 


Test Date 


Range*'** 






Signiricance 


S/73 


5/74 


Ahovp 76 






Apparently very well 
prepared for first-grade 
work* Should be given 
opportunity for enriched 
work in line with 
abilities^ indicated 


0 


1 


6^-76 


B 


High 


Good prospects for autfcess' 
in first-grade work 
provided other 
indications such as 
hBalth 5 emotional 
factors 5 etc, ^ are 


2 


10 








consistent * 






45-63 


C 


Average 


Likely to succeed in first- 
grade work. Careful study 
should be made of the 
strengths and wGaknesses of 
pupils in this group and 
their instruction planned 
accordingly* 


5 






D 


Low 
Normal 


Likely to have difficulty 
in first-grade work,_Should 
be assigned to slow section 
and given more individualized 
help * 


5 




Below 2^^ 


E 


Lovr 


Chances of difficulty high 
under ordinary instructional 
conditions. Further readi- 


2 


0 



ness vrorks assignment to slow 
sections s or individualized 
work is essential* 



Gertrude Hildreth, Nellie L, Griffiths ^ and Mary E* McGauvran, Manual of 
Direction s^ Me tropo litan Readin ess Tests ^ Ifarcourtg Brace and World , Inc*, 
19S9,'p* 11. ^ 

These levels are set up in terms of standard deviation distances. B, C, and D 
' are each 1.0 8.0, in width, A and E are the extremes beyond 1,5 S,D* above and 
below the means respect ively, LevQl A includes the top 7 per cent of the 
standardi?;iition groups Level D the nent 2^ per centj Level C the middle 
.38 per CGnt, Level D the next 2n per cent ^ and Level E the lowest 7 per cent. 
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ANCHORAGE BOROUSH SCHObL DISTRICS 

Titl# Vi-G, ESEA - 
June 17, 197tf 



Test data obtained for ehildren in the Willow Crest Modified Primary 
Class, which served as a demonstration class at Whaley Center for six 
weeks during March and April, 1974. 

Teachers Lucille Shoup 
Principal 1 Lee Van Laningham 



jChiU's A/a. me 
1, 



Metropolitan Readiness Test 
Level Percentile 



Boehm Tost of Baalc^ Concep 
Percentile 



2. 

3. 

JU 

5. 

; 6. 

7. 

e. 
. g. 
: 10. 
■i ll. 

;12. 
13. 
lU. 
'15. 
16. 
17. 



erJc 





9/73 
P 


5/74 


9/73 


5/74 9/73 
71 10 


5/74 
45 




n 






/I 5 


36 






do 


ad 25 








D 




77 10 


35. 








/JL 


79 60 


90 




IS 

U 


C 


11 


40 5 


20 




C 


B 


33 


89 60 


80 




B 


A 


84 


93 




E 




3 


1 


1 




C 


B 


57 


77 60 


20 




c 


B 


51 


67 


65 






C 




65 25 


45 




E 


u 


3 


40 10 


20 




D 


c 


7 


63 20 


15 
















D 


B 


17 


69 10 


10 




B 


B 


39 


77 90 


IR 















/J 



ft 



.SB 

rs 

Hi? 0,5 

^ ' D ' 

B 



mi 

H H g y 




M C ffl 1 



■iilH 

5 





Pi 



li lis 



V 

13 I 2 

15 XI I 



1 5c S 

fin 

It a 



5 



'1 



/h 5 

/5lf J 



lip 31 i fhU li/ic $ 



JO 

//Jff 

if?? 




5 



// / 

13 f i 



OS 




H fj s 



1 



5 



5 



Mi 

/5 ft 3 
// i[ 1 

/I S f 

I 



15 It. 

Ti 1 

13 i 2 



liiJ^I: 



i 



IS I i 

II in 



m 



^•5 



li 
Ali 



■IQ's Of Other optionil Infermition miy be ricorded in the blank cglutnn;- 



.Stanford Ach:^vetr.ant Tant;;?'i!?J 
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ANCHORAGE BOROUGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 



Title Vl-G, ESEA 
June 17, 197if 



Follow-up test data for 12 of the 13 children who were in the Pilot 
Modified Primary Class at Wonder Park during the second semastar 
of 1972-73, 

Teacher: Phyllis Hatheny 
Principal I John Everitt 

Peabody Individual Aehievemsnt Teat 



- Child's Name 
1. 
2. 
3. 

S. 
6^ 

7. 

10. 





Math 


• c 
o 

+J 

C C 
•H bi 

'd 6 
to t) 

0) Q) 


Reading 
Comprehension 


Spelling 


•e 
o 

-M 

H m 

m E 

Si d 

CD M 


1 Total Test: ' 


PlaGemant dwing the 
year following 
Modified Primary 

2nd 


2.1+ 


3.0 


2.8 


2.8 




2.S 


3.5 


2.1| 


2.7 


2.3 


4,3 


3,0 






2.1 


2.5 


3.1 


2.7 


2.4 


2,5 




2.9 


3.0 


2.7 


2.5 


3.9 


2,8 


2nd 




1.8 


1.8 


2.0 


1.8 


1,0 


1,6 


1st 




3.3 


3 . 'i"" 


2.7 


1.8 


4.5 


3.0 


2nd 




2.3 


1.5 




1.4 


1,4 


1,6 


1st 




1.8 


2.4 


1,9 


', . 6 


1,6 


1.7 


Special Education 




3.2 


3.6 


3.4 


2.9 


3.6 


3,1 


2nd 




4.0 


2.0 


3.3 


2.2 


3,G 


3.0 


2nd 



Mean scores 



2.7 



2,5] 2.7 2,2 2.9 



2,5 



i 
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ERIC 



APPENDIX C 



Parent, Community, and Advisoify Council Involvaraent 
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Letter received from Diana Anderson, 
the modified primary teacher at Northwood 
School^ after the ProjeGt Director attended 
a meeting of the parents of the children in 
her class on March 21 ^ 1974. 




Suggested Topics to Be included in the Session fop Parents 

7 1 30 p*m*9 October 1973 



I. Historical perspective concerning the aducation of children with learning 
diaabilitlas 



II, The inoreasing involvement of parents and the growth of thm Associatiun 
for Children v/ith Learning Disabilities 

III* Recent legislation regarding children with learning disabilities 

IV * The role of parents in obtaining desirable legislation 

V, Cooptaration betKccn parents and school personnel in educating learning 
di^nblad children 
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Alaska Head Starf 
Special Services Proiecf 

3710, EAST 20TH AVENUE, ANCHORAGi, ALASKA 



^SKA TREATMENT CENTER 
MEDIA DEVELOPMENT 
(907) 272=0586 

Waflon D. Bgyvlis 

CD-Dlrietor 
Terry MuDhlenbach 
Media Tichnietan 



99504 



Helen D, Beirne, Ph.D. 
Project Dlrictof 




February 22, 1974 



EASTER SEAL SOCIETY 
SPECIAL SERVICES 

(907) 274»1665 
Lillian i, Vitolo, R,n. * 

CO'Direefof 
Cella Faley 

Training Coofdlnater " 



Barbara Smart 
148 East 9th Ave 
Anchorage, Alaska 

Dear Barbara, 

not quite evni«: u ^^^o^ if you find n?! ^^eparation 

othe? ideal Sh? K ^^^^ ^ere sugges?ino ""^^^^ I did 

edition^""" "^^"^ i^-va canf f °f -ours., any ■ 

^"to the corrected 

the tml^fiff.f it with a heavier cover i.i ' 

Thank you so much for your interest and 

-tnrerest and your consi ltation . 



Sincerely , 
Mi chela A. Smith 



.MAS/lkd 
End . 
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COLLABORATJVf GRANTS 
iuroau ^^^^^t^' ^'-^Si A/HO 



TEACHING YOUNG CHILDREN WITH SPECIAL NEEDS 

Written by 

Miahele A. Smith, M.A. 

Artist 1 
Susan Vik 



Edxtori ■ Technicai Consultation 

Sally Monserud Barbara C. Smart, Ph.D 



Illustrations 



Michele,A, Smith 
Marlon Bowles 
CollGGn A, Mayer 



Student Assistants 



Anne Hayden 
Donna Lott 



DEVELOPED BY 



Early Education Project (P.L. 91-230) 
Bureau of Education for the Handicapped U.S ,0.E 
Grant No, 0*E.G. 0 --9-110 305-^4 701 ' 



LOCATED AT 

Alaska Treatinent Center for Crippled Children and Adult^ 

3710 East 20th Avenue 
Anchorage, Alaska 99504 



IN COOPERATION WITH 



Special Services Delivery SystGm 
' BEH CCD Grant H-OOSl A/HO 




89 



Children learn in different ways and at different rates. 
Even in very young preschool children, learning differences are 
often noticed. At three or four some children may have gaps in 
their development, doing well at many things but showing diffi- 
culty with others. 




Such children -may later suffer more definite 
■fects of specific learning disabilities. 
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ng disability may affect a child's ability in 




may not learn to use his body and his hands in a coordinated way. 




ERIC 
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F^^Mf ^f"^ Detarmine Thair Feelings About the Early IdantiJiSlon 

?nv^^^'"'"? ^''f'-^^^ ^" ^°""S Cluldron's ProcramsT Master' i 14 

children could indeed learnt 

Another project concernGd with learning problem 

children and parent invQlvement has been designed for the 

Anchorage Borough School Diatrict, Anchorage, Alaska, 

Roger Clyne (19 73) states! 

This will include parental involvenient in securing 
developmental famiiy and social data which have been 
found to Influence school functioning (3) , 

This same project was concerned with the early 

identification of learning disabilities. Clyne (1973) 

reported 'the following i 

Early identification lessens the chances of the 
failure syndrome which of ten includes failure, frustra- 
tion^ anxiety, loss of self-esteem^ compensatoj^ mis- 
behavior and ultimately the possibility of. dropping 
out of school (2) . 

Along^ with other data found, Clyne (1973) agreed 
there were dangers of early identification establishing a 
failure expectancy before the child ever began the first 

Sil'f 'ft ' 

grade. However, most projects tried to avoid labeling the 
children. Most instruction was given to stress the child's 
strength's while attempting to overcome his deficits. 

Eventually, it is hoped, enough research can- be 
gathered to support the need for early identification of 
learning disabilities. 

Other studies indicated parental success, in - f acilitat- 
ing the remedial. Instruction of learning-disabled children. 
Thus, confirming a growing consensus that parental involvement 
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GKbAltK ANtHORAOt AkCA B6I?(5UgIi SCH6oL DISTRICT 

INTEROFFICf MEMO 



bl3. Dee Kldsen, Art CoiwjuXtant, ^^^tnlniatration Bullcllng 

FROM; Barbara C. Srrarfc, Titi.a VI-G ftoject Dlwotoc 

Ocfc^w 3, 1973 
SUBJECT! ^^j^ ^spartTOiit Ptorfc^iQp 



ThaiA ycu for aBk3.ng m to rMict to yiwr lis-scr?lcQ TOr>,sJ»p outlina. I 
thiric you have dona a tixm job of relating wt to the mah aal Gilm book, 
Mdh la rs^gnlaal as a atanaart ref^wico in ttia field of leamii^ 



As %m dlscussod in our talcplwne oonw'srRatJ.on yestcrtaay, ttie Righ wkI Giles 
tooH nertalna to ti^c? scnTOry-inotor aJtillg rattim tiwn mccdmia oWULls 
of road^ and math? so I voild renxxam^ titrnt \rorda "in roading md 
matii" Ito ^att fcod in fcha worlt^p tltlo. I bolifivo ttiat itm 52 i«TOid b« 
!»ro approTffoprlatGdly plaf^ urriar ^Viijual POTOptdOT" iml«sa sofwoTO elafl 
WJld ba reaaiT^i tha <Urcchion)i to tira cMldrcii. ' Itm §X7 a^ma to h» a 
•visual ne^uontial tratrory actlvi^, I also twk tiia liberty of addlm an 
iban \jMer "Aitaitory fJcrniGntlal h5awMy. " 

. Aft-jr j-uu h.Hv« fionrf^ietwl tix? ^wrkstop, I wwld Interests in l?radng 
few tho fOTticip^ts r<3act to It, 



CCj Dr. T-ns Wcslls 
lie. math Kalta 
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ALASKA STATE-OPERATED SCHOOL SYSTEM 



650 International Airport Road 
Anchorage, Alaska 99502 

January 10, 1973 



Dr, Barbara Smart 
Denali Elem, School 
148 E. .9th Ave. 
Anehoraga, AK 99501 

Dear Barbara; ' • " ' 

Wa certainly appreciata your allowing us to copy the- film. We plan on 
being able to usa it in some of our Native villages. Hopefully we will 
be able to make the parents aware of the need of early indantif ication 
of learning disabilities. 1 feel that this film is in simple enough 
language that lay people can understmnd and beGome informed. 

Nothing definate has been established on Cross Disciplina Training 
However, I will contact you when concrete plans have been made. 

Sincerely, 




Martik Stedkman, Director 
S,P,A,R,C. Project 



MS I OS 



The ^^filrn" referred to in this letter is the videotape 
Enclosure which Dr, Jeanne McCarthy and Frank ^ing made on their first 

technical assistance visit to the project in October , 1972, 
The use of this videotape has probably bean the most 'affective 
dissemination technique available to the project. It has been 
Shown before numerous groups to provide background information 
on- Title VI-G and learning disability leadinc up to a 
presentation^ about the modified primary program by one of 
the local staff menibers, ^ 



I 



IFFIGE MEMO 



ANCHORAGE BOROUGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 



Dr. Barbara Smart, Coordinator dATEi May 17, 1973 

Title VI 
Danali School 



Mrs, Ethaldra Davisi 
PrinGipal 
ptarmigan School 




SUBJECTi 



Thank You 



On April 30^ 1973 you presented an overview of the Title VI -G Program 
for the parents of this school* This gave those present the basic 
infomation and background for understanding the prograj^ which will 
be offered at this school. 

This effort was of great assistance to us because of the manner in 
which you presented it. On behalf of the staffs studbnts'and community 
please accept our appreciation for this extra effort. We hope that your 
busy schedule will allow the opportunity for you to come again. 



DFFICE MEMO 



ANCHORAGE BOROUGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 



Dr, Barbara Smart, Coordinator 
Title VI-G Program 
Denall Elementary School 



wart, Principal 
ntary School 



OATEi 



February 23, 1973 




SUBJECri 



Thank you 



All indications point to a very eKcellent In-service program, I would 
Ilka to personally thank you for your contributions in making our day 
a success* 



We appreciate your contributions to our program* We made every effort 
to show all sidas and services made by Special Education* Saem^ like 
we did just that. 
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. ; "^ftto ^^^^ 
■of VhE ' >;"-ft^=^^nt5s . 
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APPEWDIX D 



Staff Development 



■A 
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Modified Primary Project 
February 8, 197^ 



Pjl^amJssoclatelBPosition 



I. In-service training through contacts with modified primary teachers 
A. Individual 

1. Assist with diagnosis leading to prescriptive program for individual 
. children 

2. Provide approprlata materials and help teachers develop educational 
prescriptions 

3. Help teachers organize room and learning centers 

H. Instruct tsachers in the use &f unfamiliar materiRln nnd rotate tha 
materials among the teachers 

5. Demonstration teaching 

6. Substitute in a modified primary class to allow the teacher to 
observe other good teachers or attand appropriate workshops 

7. Accompany modified primary teachers on observation trips to provide 
opportunities for informal trainins through conversations during 
travel and to allow the observations to be structured 

B. Group . . 

I. Regular meetings with project teachers to provide information concernine 

a. Learning disabilities 

b. Materials 

c. District services, such as the ASEIHC 

d. Individualized instructlDn 

e. Diagnostic-prescriptive techniques 

11. tlaterlals 

A. Locate and 'prepare ordaring information for materials consistent with 
the Basic Competencies Checklist (inodified primary curriculum) 

B. Assist teachers in locating materials consistent with the curriculum 

III. Screening and Evaluation 
A a Group 

1. Assist with the interpretation of screenin£ results and selecting 
children for placement in modified primary classes 

2. Help teachers interpret and use test data 

3. Assist with the interpretation of post=test data on project children 
and with determining the appropriate placement for#he year followine 
the year in a modified primary class »- y - -l mg 

B. Individual 

1. Assist teachers with individual evaluations 

2. Evaluate individual children upon referral 

a. Children rif erred for placement in the program after the general 
screening has taken place " 

b. Ghildren who are recommended for transfer from a modified primary 
class to special education or to the general prooram . 

c. Children in modified primary classes who need more intensive 
diagnosis than the teacher has time or expertise to provide 

IV. Parent Contacts 

^. . IntcrprGting test data for parents 

B. Assisting teachers and principals in obtaining parental permission for 
placement ^ ^ 

C Assisting teachers ,ln organizing parent volunteers 



ERIC 
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TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE VISIT 
^ Title VI-G, ESEAp Modified Primary Project 
Anchorage Borough School Distriat 
October 17*19^ 1973 



Room ISs Danali Elementary School 
2MB East 9th hvmnm 
Anchorage 3 Alaska ; 

Consultant! Dr* Corrine KasSp University of Arizona^ Tucson^ Arizona 
Special Guest - Marilyn Johnson , University of Alaska ^ Anchorage, Alaska 

Wednesday, October 17 

9:00 - 9 I 15 Welcome and Introductions 

9:15 - 10 I 15 Historical Overview of the Field of Learning Disability 

lOilS - lOiSO Break 

10:30 - 11 I 45 Theories of Learning Disability^ with Emphasis on a Theory 

of Deviance as Opposed to Theories of Development 

11:45 - 1:15 Lunch 

Ills - 2:30 Screening for the Identification of Children with Learning 

Disabilities 

2:30 - 2:45 Break 

2:45 - 4:00 Topics of Special Interest to Principals ^-Jho are Responsibl 

for the Education of Children with Learning Disabilities 



Thursday I October 18 

9:00 - 10:15 EKcerpts from a presentation on "Myths ^ Mistakes^ and 

Management'^ in the Field of Learning Disability 

10:15 - 10:30 Break 

10:30 - 11:45 Principles of Remediation for Specific Learning Disabilities 

11:45 - 1:15 Lunch 



100 



-2- 



;lslS • 2i30 ^ Methods and Materials Appropriate for Children with Learning 

Dieabilitiaa 

2i30 - 2m Brm^k 

2i45 - ifiOO ^scifie Diagnostic Proeedures 
■ 

7i30 p.m. (Beard Room, Administration Building, 670 West Fireweed Lane) 

The Role of Plants in Providing Appropriate Edueational 
Programs for Children with Learning Disabilitiee^' 



Friday,! October 19 

7r00 - 8:00 K^aakfast Meeting - Council for EKoeptional Children 

(Peggy's Airport Cafa^ 1675;:East 5th Avenue) 

Recant Legislation Concerning Children with Learning Disabilities 

9s 00 - 10:15 Mathods and Materials Appropriate for Children with Learning 

Disabilities (continued) 

10 1 IS - 10 1 30 Break 

10 I 30 -11? 45 "Competencies of Teachers of Children with Learning 

Disabllitias (Dr. Kass and Mrs. Johnson) 

11:45 - 1:15 Lunch 

liiS ^ 2i30 ViAectepe of miow Crest ^ Campbell Modified Primary Class 

Mrs, Lucille Shoup and the Chiidren^Bt Tfili5#* Crest School 
(Remarks and Discussions Dr. Kass and Mrs* Denies Clyne) 



2r30 - 2:45 Break 

2 145 - 4:00 Summary and Evaluation 

A. Closing Remarks 

B. Response to any questions submitted to Dr^.Kass 

C. Evaluation of the Workshop 
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Exoerpts from Course Notas 

Ed. 693 ^ Stc. 71- Theories of Learning Disabilities 
University of Alaska 
16-27, 1973 



Dr, Corrine Kass 

1. ^Historical Ovsrview of the Field of Lemming Disability 

A. History of the definition of learning ^disability 

B. The "elder statesmen-^ In the field and how the kinds of progranis 
that were developed relate to their philosophies 

II. Theories of Learning Disability, with Emphasis on a Theory of Deviance 
as Opposed to Theories of Development «r deviance 

A. Contrast between normal development and learning disability as it is 
charaQteriEed by deviance » j 

1. The Kass Theory of learning disability as deviance 

a. The four concepts which much be present for the construct of 
learning disability to be valid 

1) Deviation 

'2) Expected normal aehievemant 

3) Handicap through life 

4) Dysfunction within the Individual 

B. The five levels of learning 

1. Sensory orientation 

2 . Memory 

3. Recognition 
Expression 

5, Synthesis 

C. How learning disability presants Itself at different ages with 
particular emphasis on the pre-school and early primary years 

III. Screening for the Identification of Children with Learning Disability 

A. ScreeninB on the basis of a theory with a very brief reference 
to the Bayesian statistical nathodoloRy 



B. 



Screening on the basis of deGlslons by a committee 



C. The use of screening instruraents, with comments concerning the 
. Alaska Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale 

D. Screening by teacher referral 
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IV. Speeifle Diagnostic Procedures 

A, ^Specific tests and parts of tests i#hiGh are tha most diagnostic 
of learning disability 

B* How to interpret test data 

C. ^Jhat to do with test data after it is obtained 

D. Inadvisability of testing unless there is some possibility of remedying 
the dsficiti identified by the diagnosis 

E. The role of tht multi-disciplinary team in the diagnostic process 

V* Excerpts from a Presentation on. ''Myths ^ Mistakes ^ and Maiiagement'^ in 
the Field of Learning Disability ^ 

VI* Principles of Remediation for Specific Learning Disabilities 

A. Relationship between states of awareness and dysfunctions 

B* Steps In Remediation 

C. Difference bet^.^reen remediating a deficit and teaching compensation 

for the deficit * How to know when to remediate and when to teach M 
compensation ^ 

D. Necessity for concerned detachment and avoidance of an undesirable 
symbiotic relationship between the teacher and the child 

E. Individualization within a group setting 

F. The importance of accuracy and precision in teaching the early skills 
G* The use of pressi^e in remediation 

1. Being sure that the child can actually perform the task 
2* Pressm^Ung until success is eKperienced 

H, Avoidance of overloading a single lesson with several related skills g 
concepts ^ and higher thought processes 

I, Contrast between direct teaching in remediation and an exploratory^ 
experimental 5 discovery approach in developmental teaching 
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VII s Methods and Materials Appropriate for Children with Learning Disabilities 

A* Prsipectlve for judging the Tnerlts of any speoific prograin of reTnediation 

B. Disoussion of specific personalities and the methods they developed 
and their impact on the field of learning disability 

1* Clinical-theoretical 

2 , Behavioral 

3 . Academic 

i*. Medical ^ . 

C. Publishing companies and the programs they market 

D. The importance of teacher-made materials in relation to the time 
available for making them and the eKpertlse and resources of the 
individual teacher 

E. The place of games, puzzles ^ and materials in remediation - focusing 
on the skill being taught rather than the interest or cleverness of 
the activity 

F* Bibliography of textbooks and general reference materials 

VIII, Competencies of Teacher of Children with Learning Disability 
(Dr. Kass and Mrs, Johnson) 

A, Knowledge 

1# Terminology 

2, Names 

3, Dates 

4, Important events 

5, Issues and ideas 

6, Minimal statistical background for understanding literature and 
interpreting test data 
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Bt Comprahension / 

1. Summarization 
^ 2* Interpretation 

3* Relating data to ppeoifio theories 

^. Devising diagnostic and remedial hypotheiea from data 
5. Formulating a personal philosophy regarding learning disability 
C . Application 
1. Methods 
2« Techniques 

3. Seleotion and use of materials 
Dealing with children 
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Title VI-G, ESEA 
Anchorage Borough School District , * 

Technical Assistance Visit 
Dr. Harold McGrady 
April 1-2, 197t+ 



7 / ■■. -- 




■ "• i ■ 



April 1 



9:00 - 10-.30 

10:30 -lOsftS 
10:i*5 - 11:45 

11:45 - 1:15 
l:l3 - 1:30 
1:30 - 3:00 



3:00 - 4:30 
4j30 - 6:30 



K 7:00 



Conference 1 
Dr* MeGrady 

Title VI-G Project Staff 
Break 

Conference : 
Dr. McGrady 
Mr, Clyne 

Lunch 

Travel 

Conf erenee t 
Dr* McGrady 
Mr, Fay 
Dr* Anderson 

Title VI-G Pro j Get Staff 
Free 

Open Meeting _ 

Topie - AlLongitudinal Study 
of Aphasia ^ from Childhood into 
Adolescence^ Dr, McGrady 



Location 

Title VI-G Office 
Denali School 



Title VI-G Office 
Dtnali School 



Mr, Fay^s Office 
Administration Building 



Whaley Center 



Teachers of the Modified Primary Classes 

Title VI-G Project Staff 

Students from university classes on 

learning disability and psychology 
SpeeGh Therapists ^ 
Other interested individuals 



Curling 

Host: Mr. Henry Gallant 



Anohorage Curling Club' 



Appil 2 



Location 



8j00 - 9;15 

9il5 - 9jHS 
9s«f5 - 11:00 

11:00 - 11:H5 

llsUS - Ills 
1:15 - 1:30 
1:30 - 3:00 



3:00 - 3:30 
3i30 - ^:30 



7:30 - 9:30 



Conference : 
Dr». McGridy 

Title VI-G Projtct Staff 



Title VI-G Off iee 
Danali Scheol 



Travel 

Television Interview 
Dr, McGrady 
Dr* Smart 



Norma 



Goodtnan Show Stat ion ICTVA 

1007 West 32nd Ave 



Title VI-G Office 
Denali Sohool 



Whaley Center 



Conference (Continued ) 
Dr * McGrady 

Title VI-^G Project Staff 
Lunch 
Travel 



Meeting with Elementary Prineipals 
Topic " The Principalis Role in 
Providing an Appropriate Educational 
Pro-am for Potentially Learning 
Disabled Children in the Primary 
Grades and Expanding the Modified 
Primary Project in Anchorage 3 
Dr # McGrady and Dr * Smart ' 

Title VI-Q Project Staff 
Elementary Principals 
Other Administrators 

Break 

Meeting with Modified Primary Teachers 
Topic - Language Evaluation as the 
'Basis for Language Teachings Dr, McGrady 

Modified Primly Teachers 
Title VI-G Project Staff 

Open Meeting 

Topic - The Educational Significance Whaley Center 

of Delayed Language Developments Dr* McGrady 

Parents of Children in Modified PriTnary Classes 
Members of the Association for Children 

with Learning Disabilities 
MembGrSjOf the Council for Exceptional Children 
. Modified Primary Teachers 
Title VI-G Project Staff 
Other interested individuals 



Room I5 Whaley Cent 
(Modified Primary R 



107 



ERIC 



_ _ , JugS?.?lM_X?pi^s - *o Be Included in the Session for» .Principals 

2i^B p*m.9 October 17, 1973 

I. Brief overview of background information concerning learning disability 

II, The concept of ''learning disability" as an actuality in cnntrast with 
"immaturity-* or a condition that can be cured "once and for all'^ 

III* Vhy special provisioni for learning disabled children are neceiSK^ys 

IV, Considerations with regard to class size'^ special equipments etc* 

V. Realistic costs for. educating learning disabled children 

VI i Some competencies of teachers ' of children with learning disability 

Vll, Comments contrasting the training of learning disability specialists 
with that of librarians and reading teachers 

VIII. Legislation in other states 

IX i Lawsuits, if any, that are pertinent to the field of iearning disability 
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^V'i^^ Anchorage Borough^ * 
|j School District 
Sfi^Modif ied Primary Program 
15^1-'- ' . . for 



^ Tuff Df ' -r " ~ ^ - / _ 



Chugiak 




©steady^ 
River/?j^i£ 




Paired Schools in Modified 
Primary Program 

(for 197H-75) 

.^North Star and Inlet 
^hildren to the Northwood«Northern 

lERJClij 



(»r? . ; , CITY AND BOROUGH OF JUNEAU SCHOOL DISTRICT 

1250 GLACIER AVENUE • JUNEAU, ALASKA 99801 

f^m^^. y.'. . ^p^^^ 4,. 197/* „ 



pi' 



■MEMbRANDWI 



TO; 



Ail Elementary Prlneipalo 



FROMr Johii SymariB and Hal Vrooman 
BUBJECt: Insorvlce for Modified Primary 

On April 8 and 9 Donisc Clyne will be here to conduct a series of inservlce 
aetivities related to tho modified primary proposnl whieh liaB been submitted 
by this dietrlct. The Following times have been eHtabllshed for Ms* Glyne^to 
work with our staff* 



TIME 



PLACE 



'PEOPLE 



llOO Room 11 at Alike 
2%30 Bay 



Special Ed Teachers 
from Auke Bay and 
Glacier Valley 



CONTENT 



Theory behind the modified 
primary projiram and the ok- 
parlence the Anchoranc 
achool district haa.had to ' 
date. 



3 '00 Room 11 at Auke 
4:00 Bay 



Classroom and 
Special Ed Teachers 
from Auke Bay and 
Glacier Valley 



Overview ©f the Modified 
Primary, Instructions on 
hov7 to administer and score 
the ALDUS Testi 



I 



MB 



9:30 
11: 00 



liOO 
2i30 



3:15 
4:30 



TMC at lIarbor= 
view School 



IMC at ITarhor- 
view School 



IMC at Ilarbor- 
view School 



Elementary 
Admlniitratorg 



Special Ed Teachers 
from IlarborvleWj 
Gastlneau and 
Capital 



Clansroom and. 
Special Ed Teachers 
from HarborvieWj 
GaBtineau and 
Capital 



111 



History of Title VI-'G, 
Relationship to L*T.I* in 
TucHon i Theory behind the 
modified primary program, 
Review of the Anchorane 
pr o,i cc t and r es u 1 1 b t □--da t e , 
Procedures for^-screcnlnn 
students and eotabllshlnn 
priorities. 

Theory behind the modified 
prln.iry proprom .*?nd the ex- 
pevlence the Anchorage 
school district ban had to 
date. 

Overview of tlic Modified 
Primary J Instructions on 
how to cdminlster and score 
the ALDRS Test* 




2. 



The screening of the kindergiii^ben and first grade atudcnts In each school will' 
be done during the week of April 15--19s 1974* Durinp Uhe Inst week in Aprils 
each Bpecial education team vill set up a Btaffinp to determine priority rankings 
on posnible cnndidnteB. ffs, Clyne will be available to assist In these neHninns* 
This information will ennblc us to eontoct parents and obtain consent for their 
children to be in thin project durinn the last raonth of this pro;) act durinfi the 
last inonth of Bchool* Even if the modified primary proponal is not funded , we 
will still be trying to provide some kind of service to these hifih risk students. 
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Titt.e VT-G Of f icci 

148 East 9tihL AvCTua 
tortwc^Sr Alaste 99501 

O^ter 2 1 1973 



Itobert W. Seljt«, ftliwlpal • 

SMonflon Scliool 

p. O, BOK M 

^Ostm:, Alaska 99645 

D^r Bobs 

I Imvo put togetlier a Dacket of sons of the matmials v» harded out at 
the «orks«op we hald last ^rtng £ or pto^nrol ten the ^isf ^ 
^ch tiie Title VI-G J.Jodifiaa PrinaiY Moject imght ba r^licatefl. in 
addition, I have aopim saam of ttia lists of mat^alg ^qh vjme 
OTd^ed foe tiie classes iii Anctoraf a. PfflEhaps tiiis will gi-ve ^ou m 
idea of SOTB of ttTQ ttdiigs ths teaeh^s in aox ^ogram are usmg and 
pECTrifle ^rou sourcos and . 

As r TtraitiMiad dijrijig yowc ^isLt, m have schsdul^ a v»rka'^ on 
October 17 - 19 vdth Dr. CQErlna toss from, the Unlversiiy of Arizona. 

r^ss is na^nally knom to the firid of laming disability. Sha 
vdil be wrklng dlrGefcly witli tte sevm. Anohorage teactes,. and I 
hellaTO that !fcs. tertko vould fiid the TOcHsh^ to bo inta-Gstaj^ 

b^flcial. ^iG ^OTkslOT will stort at 8 j30 on Octolser 17 in room 
IS. DenaU Sohool, aid vdll last rnitil ^r^oxinately 4!30 ^ch day. 
A session a^iaUy for ths principals is tentatiTOly schemed for 
about 2:30 on Octob^ 18. ites. mxti^, ywi, airi muca Da'M^are in- 
vitKl to att«rf tlie vorksh^ if you arrange to have tine t^m. A 
-^ecifio ageitfa will ba SOTt to you as soon as we hava It rmdy. 

I OTj^^ taUdng \d.ft you a:^ ta^. Please let us krww if we can be 
of fljrUiec assistanoa to ^u. 

SirwOTsly/ 



Dartora C. Smart, Ph. D 
Title VI-^^ Moject DlrtwtOT 
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1^ K| i^^^^^MS^J^iiS^iMsditi^mii'i.'rt *!is>K,^„!.-i 



te':;-;^^' ' ' ■ Title VI-^G Office ; 

SS^'":^\: ■■ Special Education ■ 

Dsnall Elementary School 
'J ' mS East 9th Avenue 

rfe techoragSj Alaska 99501 

i November 13, 1973 



Mrs. Margaret Bartko 
; ; Swanson School 

:# Hatanuaka^Susltna Borough Schools 

1^7"-' P* 0. Box AB . , . ' ' 

Palmer t Alaska 996US 

^ Dear M^garet, 

nv rin answer to your note requesting informatlm about materials for your 
modified primary classroom^ I am sending you copies of some of our 
requisitions which will give you order numbers and prices^ Of course^ 
you will have to adjust quantities to fit your situation In Palmer. 

- . ^rller this fall I gave Bob Saims some similar material which you might 
^v- cf^ Perhaps you will find other things you can use^ particularly 

- at the kindergarten levels in the enclosed catalogs* We ara also getting 
fevsom^ good results with some ditto materials ft*om Fearon Publishers, Denice 

; Cl^a has correlated them- with the arithmetic skills on the skills list we 
have developed. They can be ordered as follows; ^ ' 

% ; ^ Fearon Publishers 

a 6 Davis Drive . 

iPfe^^;; : . Belmont i California 9*^002 

Pacemaker Arithmetic Program - Readiness - Part A §38.00 per set 

|iji|!,vn Pacemaker Arl^^ Program - Readiness - Part B $55.00 ner set 

finish with the catalogs, please return them to me because I don't 
Ife have duplicates and might need them again. 

p Do let roe know if wb can be of further help to you* 

fe: _ • Sincerely » 



BarbOTa C. Smart, Ph. D. 
Title VI-G Project .Director 
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J, 
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